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QO DOUBT some readers, who agree with what has been said in the preceding 

articles, both with respect to the intimate relationship between the library 
service and legal education, and regarding the essentials of such a service, will, 
nevertheless, advance as an objection to many of the recommendations sub- 
mitted the fact that, since such a library service as has been envisioned is finan- 
cially beyond the reach of many law schools, such proposals are too impractical 
to merit serious consideration. Such a conclusion, however, does not inevitably 
follow, and indeed it ean only be reached by disregarding important contempo- 
rary developments to some of which attention has already been called and by 
ignoring their significance for the future. As a matter of fact it is this very 
attitude that is the crux of our problem. It is entirely too convenient as an 


excuse for the complacent acceptance of conditions which can in fact be im- 
proved. As is the case with respect to any constructive program, effort and 
enlightened enthusiasm are indispensable. The prerequisites to success, in this 
instance at least, are (1) a realistic appraisal of the situation as it exists today, 
(2) a reasonably clear formulation of the ideal toward which efforts should be 
directed, and (3) the devising of practical plans for the realization of the ends 


desired. 

Since we have already, in the articles above referred to, necessarily stressed 
the ideals toward the realization of which all effort should be directed, we need 
not now concern ourselves with this matter. However, although we have also 
from time to time touched upon present conditions, it may be well to amplify 
what has heretofore been said in this connection, before proceeding with our 
principal present objective, namely, the consideration of a number of devices 
which may be utilized to improve the law school library service. 

Those who are the best informed seem to be in complete agreement as to 
the inadequacy of present standards in legal education, and the paucity of library 
facilities has been noted over and over again. For example, even today 39 per 


* This is the last of a series of three articles by Mr. Roalfe on the topic “The Develop- 
ing Role of the Library in Legal Education.” The first and second articles entitled The 
Relation of the Library to Legal Education and The Essentials of an Effective Law School 
Library Service appeared in the July and November, 1938, numbers of the Law Lisrary 
JouRNAL.—Editor’s note. 
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cent of the law students of the country attend unapproved schools,’ schools 
which for the most part make no attempt to provide library facilities.2) Nor can 
it by any means be assumed that training in the use of law books is provided 
for all of the studcnts who attend approved schools, for, unfortunately, in some 
of these comphance with present standards is more formal than actual,’ while 
in others little use is made of the books after thcy have been acquired. Morec- 
over, as has already been indicated, the library requirements of both the Amer- 
can Bar Association and the Association of American Law Schools are not only 
low with respect to the contents of the library, but they have carefully avoided 
dealing in express terms with the all important question of library personnel, 
presumably because a considerable number of schools would be affected. That 
this supposition is correct was clearly demonstrated by the wording of the recent 
amendment to the Articles of Association of the Association of American Law 
Schools, relating to the librarian, so as not to take effect until September, 1940.4 
In other words, even among the approved schools, the quite elementary fact that 
the library should be administered by a specially qualified person, freed from 
conflicting responsibilities, has had to be approached with the greatest of caution. 
In view of these indisputable facts there can be no doubt but that fully one-half 
of the perscns who receive formal training for admission to the bar attend 
schools which are not equipped to familiarize their students with the fundamental 
legal materials cr to furnish them with an opportunity to obtain facility in the 
use of the “tools of the profession.” * 

It goes without saying that no summary of the present situation would be 
complete which did not involve a frank recognitien of the fact that funds suffi- 
cient to carry on an effective program of legal education have never been avail- 
able. Probably this aspect of the problem has nowhere been more effectively 
stated than in the following language: 


“Unfortunately, legal education has for many years been conducted 
upon a relatively low cost basis. One has only to compare the budgets 
of the law schools with those of the medical and other professional 
schools to realize that this is so. This fact, perhaps more than any 
other, explains many of the present deficiencies in legal education and 
is the chief obstacle in the way ef improvement. Considering the 


*See Shafroth, Recent Changes 11 Admission Requirements and Law Schools, AM. Bar 
Ass’n, ANNUAL Review cr Lreat Epvucatron ror 1937, pp. 21, 23. 

* Of 116 non-associatien schools, apparently 65 do not claim to have a library of any kind 
and not more than i0 appesr even to contain the minimum number of volumes required by 
the standards of the Association of Amcr:can Law Schools. See Report of Special Commit- 
tee on Non-Memb:r Schools, Ass’s Am. L. Scuroots, HanpBook (1936) 285, csp. 292. Where 
more detailed studics Lave been made they have fully supported these general conclusions. 
See The State Ler of Califernia, Report of the California Survey Committee (1933) esp. part 
II, and The Law Schools of Tennessee, Report of the Survey Commiltee Appointed by the 
American Bar Association ct the Request of the Tennessce Bar Association (1938), 15 Tenn. 
L. Rev. 311. 

*Sce post noice 21. 

*For the text ef th’s provision see Ass’n Am. L. Scuoots, Hanpspook (1937) 221. 

*But as was pointed out in the first article in this series (31 L. Lis. J. 141) many addi- 
tional students Co nct as a metter of fact reccive adequate training in the use of law books. 
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limited funds at their disposal, the law schools have done remarkably 

well. If public dissatisfaction with the training and quality of their 

graduates is to be removed, funds must be found to cnable law schools 

to do a better job.” ® 

It is one thing, however, to aececpt this statement as descriptive of present 
conditions and quite another to regard it as a justification for taking no further 
steps unless and until adequate funds are in some miraculous manner provided. 
Of course, securing funds is one of the important aspects of the problem, but in 
describing present conditions full account must also be taken of significant pres- 
ent trends—in legal education, in rcquirements for admission to the bar, in 
library science—trends which may be utilized to accelerate the tempo of improve- 
ment in the law school library service. There is in fact no legitimate cause for 
discouragement, and indeed the time is ripe for a very much augmented forward 
movement, the effeetiveness of which will be determined largely by the energy 
and intelligence of a few leaders. It is for these reasons that it is so important 
that serious consideration be given to any methods whereby desirable results 
may be obtained. In the following pages a few will be considered not with any 
thought of minimizing the value of those rot mentioned but largely by way of 
example. 

No doubt all will agree that the primary justifications for the cxistence 
of any law school are the actual demand for legal education in the community 
or section which it purports to serve* and its capacity to attract at least a 
reasonable degree of financial support from its own students, sponsors and 
friends. This being the case, first consideration should be given to the ways in 
which additional funds for the library may be derived from these sources. 

First and foremost among these, both because of its obviousness and because 
it is otherwise desirable, is to eliminate all private profit in providing legal edu- 
eation. About this there hardly ean be any intelligent differcnee of opinion, if 
for no other reason, because it is absolutely impossible to finanee adequate 
training at any tuition within reason without utilizing the entire fund thus 
secured. Hence, any diversion of funds must be at the expense of the education 
provided. While in a school with a large student body, and, therefore, a rela- 
tively large income from tuition, some legitimate ceonemics may be practiced, 
the reduction in cost per student will be largely, if not cntircly, offset if adequate 
teaching methods are employed, for, from the library pcint of view alone, exten- 
sive duplication of books and increases in the staff are indispensable. Of course, 
where library materials are not used in the teaching program the problem of 
duplication never arises, and in proprietary schools this is invariably the case. 
That condemnation of the proprietary school is not merely a matter of educa- 
tional theory is demonstrated by the fact that the performance of these schools 


* Report of the Dean of the School of Law for the Period Ending June 30, 1935 (Colum- 
bia University, Builetin of Information, Thirty-sixth Series, No. 20, February 15, 1936), p. 7-8. 

*Of course in the case of the so-called national law schools, which do not draw their 
students from a single community or section, the justification for their existence is the legiti- 
mate demand for the kind of education they are providing. In most if not all instances 
these schools havo attracted a reasonable if not an adequate degree of support. 
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has been found wanting by every unbiased investigator. But, notwithstanding 
this fact and the disapproval of both the Association of American Law Schools 
and the American Bar Association, they have by no means been eliminated. 

While such a change would no doubt directly affect only a limited number 
of schools, it would in these instances amount to a virtual educational revolution. 
An intelligent utilization of the funds thus made available could be employed 
in converting some of the most discreditable “lawyer mills’ into institutions 
capable of making a real contribution to the cause of legal education.* Obviously, 
a reasonable proportion of such funds could and should be devoted to the 
development of an adequate library service. And no one genuinely interested in 
legal education should lament the fact that some of these schools would close 
their doors under such circumstances, for, if the profit motive is the principal 
cause for their existence and they are incapable of surviving its removal, the 
sooner they are eliminated the better. Their unquestionably undesirable com- 
petition with schools which are honestly endeavoring to maintain higher stand- 
ards has already too long been an obstacle to the development of a better type 
of legal edueation in the United States. 

A somewhat closely related practice which under no circumstances should 
be tolerated is the use of funds secured through tuition from law school students 
for purposes not connected with the law school itself, for a similar sacrifice of 
some essential service is here also inevitable, and it can hardly be doubted that 
in every instance the library will be detrimentally affected. On the contrary, 
the law school income should usually be substantially augmented. Its legitimate 
needs should, therefore, constantly be kept before the university authorities and 
a determined effort should be made to see to it that the law school secures its 
proportionate share of such general funds as may be available. To achieve this 
end two lines of approach, among others, immediately suggest themselves. In 
the first place, the law school should be, in every legitimate way, an active par- 
ticipant in the life of the university. Needless to say, the library provides one 
of the most effective points of contact, for, if it ean be demonstrated that its 
library is actually endeavoring to provide an all campus service, so far as legal 
materials are concerned, an undeniable claim to general financial support. is 
thereby clearly established. In the second place, comparative figures can and 
should be used to the fullest advantage. For example, comparisons with the cost 
of medical education * amply demonstrate that legal education is not usually 
receiving adequate financial support (and the law libraries in large measure 
serve purposes analogous to those of the expensive laboratories and hospitals 
attached to medical schools). In addition, comparisons with the library funds 
available in other law schools will frequently prove helpful in specifie instances." 
Sometimes the conclusions which inevitably flow from such comparisons will 
prevail where every other type of argument has failed. Obviously those inter- 


*Some of the better schools which are now providing a high type of legal education were 
themselves commenced under auspices which were none too promising. 

® See supra note 6. 

See tables of law school library statistics, 30 L. Lis. J. 474. 
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ested in the law school must not only be convinced of its needs, but they must be 
prepared to demonstrate them if they are to secure a reasonable degree of sup- 
port from the university. 

But the universities are no more inexhaustible sources of revenue than are 
the law schools themselves. They are also seeking ways and means of augment- 
ing their incomes. In this connection the increases in tuition, so frequently 
criticised, are in large measure justified, for there is no valid reason why higher 
education should be provided at a figure substantially below cost for students 
who are well able to pay more. The remedy, so far as students not able to 
meet these expenses are concerned, lies in the more ample provision of scholar- 
ships for deserving students, something for which every school should feel a 
responsibility. This, however, is no part of our present problem. As the general 
upward trend in tuition is as a matter of fact reflected in the practice of the 
law schools,'' it is of the greatest importance that, unless the library is otherwise 
provided for, an adequate proportion of this fee be specifically set aside for 
library purposes. The great danger lies in the fact that the so-called library fee 
will be entirely too small, both absolutely and in relation to the total law school 
budget.!” 

The application of each of the foregoing suggestions for securing additional 
funds for the library necessarily involves a consideration of the other needs of 
the law school. There is, therefore, little if any novelty in the emphasis here 
placed upon them except to the extent that the so frequently overlooked library 
needs have been stressed. However, it is also perfectly possible to advance the 
interests of the library more or less independently of the other needs of the law 
school. Not only may the device usually known as ‘Friends of the Library” be 
made a positive factor of value, but the interest of users and friends may be 
informally cultivated by direct contacts, both through the performing of appro- 
priate services from time to time and by inviting assistance under suitable cir- 
cumstances. But this is not to indicate that solicitation of funds is suggested. 
The friends of the library idea is primarily intended to develop a widespread 
interest expressed in large measure through nominal donations or through the 
presentation of books and pamphlets which may indeed merely be those no 
longer of value to the donor. In this connection, however, there is no reason 
why all friends of a particular library, and others in the community served, 
should not be reminded from time to time of the fact that the library will be 
glad to receive books and other materials no longer required for personal use. 
No doubt many items thus secured are of little value. However, a certain pro- 
portion will usually be of interest to the particular library, and others may be 





"See Shafroth, Current Bar Admission and Law School Requirements, AM. Bar Ass'n 
AnnvuavL Review or Lecat Enucation For 1936, 31, esp. 41. 

® This is a matter that deserves careful study and it Is sincerely to be hoped that some- 
one will undertake it. Perhaps such comparative figures as are available may on occasion 
be helpful but they should certainly be used with the greatest caution for there is no reason 
for assuming that the total amounts available at the several law schools are at present ade- 
quate and the significant factors vary so greatly from school to school that comparisons may 
be misleading. See supra note 10. 
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used effectively in exchanging with other libraries. Occasionally some item of 
great interest or value will thus come to hand, and sometimes local publications 
or others not procurable through ordinary channels will in this manner be added 
to the collection. In this connection friends of the library located at a distance 
may frequently be helpful in procuring information or in securing items pub- 
lished in their sections, when communications directly from the library have 
proved unavailing. Usually such persons are glad to be of assistance. But by no 
means the least important factor is the inevitable development of a wide interest 
in the library and its future. Goodwill is an extremely important asset, and its 
definite cultivation greatly increases the prospects for substantial donations 
either for the library generally or for the development of some special col- 
lection.?® 

Is it not altogether probable that the law librarians and others in authority 
are largely responsible for the fact that lawyers have so frequently bestowed 
their benefactions elsewhere instead of remembering the libraries of their own 
profession? Fortunately there are a number of notable exceptions which demon- 
strate the really splendid way in which lawyers may contribute to the advance- 
ment of the profession and, at the same time, create living memorials to their 
generosity. At any rate, the fact that this is far from always the case is a 
serious matter, for it is a commonplace among librarians that for the most part 
the really outstanding collections in all fields owe their existence in whole or in 
part to private benefactions. 

While there are no doubt other ways in which the individual law schools 
may augment the funds available for the development of their libraries, the fact 
remains that there are, even in the cases of the most favored schools, limits to 
the funds procurable through the channels directly connected with specific law 
schools and the universities of which they are a part. Hence, a pooling of in- 
terests and combination of efforts directed to the realization of mutually desir- 
able ends is indispensable. That this is true is attested by the fact that for 
many years the law schools, and indeed the law libraries themselves, have 
resorted to at least a moderate degree of cooperation both directly among them- 
selves and through their respective national associations. In consequence, the 
ground work for a truly significant development of the law school libraries has 
already been laid and what is now so urgently needed is an intelligent exploita- 
tion of the many constructive possibilities actually or potentially available." 

Fully to achieve these desirable ends will require continuous collaboration 


'’ Those desiring to pursue the matter further may obtain helpful suggestions from two 
items procurable from the American Library Association without charge. These are entitled 
“Friends of the Library Groups” and “Remember the Library.” For contemporary develop- 
ments see also the latest report of the Special Membership and Endowment Committee 
(1938) in 32 Am. Lim. Ass’n Bu. 599, and the Proceedings of the meetings held at the Sixtieth 
Annual Conference of the American Library Association (1938) in 32 Am. Lis. Ass’n Bv. 874. 

‘*Some of these are embodied in the several reports of the Committee on the Expansion 
Plan. See L. Lm. J. 25: 176; 26: 93; 27: 40; 29: 133; 30: 433; 31: 216. For a summary of 
the progress that has taken place since the original plan was adopted, see Roalfe, Develop- 
ment of American Association of Law Libraries Under the Expansion Plan (1938) 31 L. Lis. J. 
111. See also notes 15 and 16 post. 
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between at least four national groups, for each of these has a direct or indirect 
interest in the development of the law schooi libraries. Obviously the American 
Association of Law Libraries and the Association of American Law Schools 
should together take the initiative, for the development of the law school library 
service requires the very best thought that legal educators and law librarians 
can bring to bear upon the many problems involved. A program based upon a 
proper division of functions, carefully integrated through the efforts of the com- 
mittees on cooperation between the two associations,!® and stimulated and en- 
riched by the periodic round table meetings,’® should have far reaching conse- 
quences. However, the advisability of a more effective utilization of the wide- 
spread influence of both the American Bar Association and the American Library 
Association should not be overlooked. Each group is, as a matter of fact, in 
touch with the field, the former through the application of its library require- 
ments for schools meeting with its approval, and the latter (though largely indi- 
rectly) through its active cooperation with the American Association of Law 
Libraries.‘* 

While many of these activities will not be concerned with the securing of 
additional funds, all should in one way or another enrich the programs of the 
several law school libraries. For example, when the law libraries by working 
together are enabled to provide services of value to all at a fraction of the total 
cost to each member were they undertaken individually, the economy effected 
will at least to some extent offset the need for additional funds. In order to 
make this perfectly clear it may be well to turn our attention to a discussion of 
ways in which cooperative endeavor may be directed toward the achievement 
of desirable ends, selecting for this purpose a number which have either not been 
sufficiently emphasized or appear to open up possibilities for further exploration. 

No doubt we may perfectly logically begin by pointing out the need for a 
survey of our law school libraries for the data with respect to them which is at 
present available is meager, to say the least. If there is any truth in the gen- 
erally accepted statement that a knowledge of the facts is a prerequisite to the 
intelligent consideration of any program, this certainly should be a case in point. 
The information thus acquired would be helpful in a number of ways. For ex- 
ample, such a survey would make it possible, through the use of comparative 
data, to determine which libraries are the most obviously deficient and in what 
particulars; it would bring to light specific information of value for a number 
of special studies devoted exclusively to particular problems; it would provide 


“ For the reports of these committees see Ass'n Am. L. Scuoois, Hanpsook (1936) 332; 
(1937) 337, and L. Lis. J. 28: 96; 29: 1388; 30: 284; 31: 235. 

For the proceedings of the Round Table meetings see L. Lin. J. 28: 3; 29: 7-15; 30: 1. 
(The proceedings of the 1938 Round Table meeting will be published in the March, 1939, 
number of the Law Liprary JourNAL. Editor's note.) 

* For example, it has recently been suggested that the American Bar Association might 
bring its library requirements more nearly into line with those of the Association of American 
Law Schools. See Report of Committee on Expansion Plan (1938) 31 L. Lip. J. 216 at 220. 
The reports of the Committee on Cooperation with the American Library Association con- 
tain many suggestions of interest to law school libraries. See L. Lis. J. 29: 40; 30: 279; 
31: 226. 
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data tor the compilation of a manual of law school library practice; and, finally, 
it would arm those who advocate a more adequate law school library service with 
2 comprehensive and convincing picture of present conditions, a picture embrac- 
ing all of the law schools and not Just those at the bottom of the seale of which 
more, although certainly not enough, is already generally known. Many of the 
so-called better schools would profit greatly from a critical appraisal of their 
library resources and the service at present provided.'* 

It is doubtful if such a survey as has here been suggested could be under- 
taken in its entirety on a purely voluntary basis and by persons otherwise regu- 
larly occupied. Consequently, a special fund for this purpose as well as to insure 
the publication of the data procured would no doubt be required. Practical con- 
siderations might dictate that such a study be included in one of broader scope, 
as, for example, a survey of all classes of law libraries or a survey of all law 
schools, including their libraries.'" To this there should be no objection, pro- 
vided due consideration is given to the law sehool libraries as such and their 
importance is not subordinated or overlooked. In any event, it is not unreason- 
able to suppose that some means of financing such an undertaking could be 
found if it were carefully planned and properly sponsored. 

But however useful the data thus accumulated might be, its availability 
should not be regarded as a prerequisite to other constructive action, for as a 
matter of fact a great deal has been done already and there are a number of 
ways in which the forward movement may be quite definitely accelerated. 
Among these is the maintenance of adequate minimum library standards, a mat- 
ter with which the Association of American Law Schools has been more or less 
concerned since its organization and one which is receiving increasing attention 
from the American Bar Association. If there was ever a time when a militant 
attitude was called for upon the part of those interested in this matter, it is the 
present. The long, hard struggle to raise these standards should not be abated, 
and no argument based upon the advisability of bringing more substandard 
schools under the influence of association with the better schools should be per- 
mitted to obscure the fundamental issue. The present requirements have neces- 
sarily been formulated with a view to establishing the lowest standard that is 
consistent with professional decency. They express the minimum, a. starting 
point, and at this level they are intended to give moral support to the schools 
that can only secure adequate financial assistance if it can be incontrovertibly 
demonstrated that otherwise they will be regarded generally with disfavor. 


~The value of what is here suggested is illustrated by the study made by Professor Hée’ s 
of the University of Chicago Law Library several vears ago in conjunction with the general 
survey of that University. Many of the constructive recommendations contained therein 
would be equally applicable to a number of other law school libraries. See Raney. The Uni- 
versity Libraries (Vou. VIL or University or Cuicaco Survey, 1933) 156. 

“Such a survey has been advocated by a number of persons. It was included among the 
recommendations in the original report of the Committee on the Expansion Plan of the 
American Association of Law Libraries (see 25 L. Lis. J. 176, 181) and has more recently been 
called to the attention of that Association in the last report of this committee. See 31 
LL. Lis. J. 216, 218. 
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Under the present rapidly changing conditions minimum requirements must 
themselves constantly evolve or they will in effect gradually become the expres- 
sion of relatively lower standards. The fact that individual schools are thereby 
deprived of the group support which they need and are willing to use is not the 
only serious result. Both of these two accrediting associations should be seri- 
ously concerned also over the fact that at present all approved law schools are 
by the general public believed to be “Class A” educational institutions when 
nothing could be further from the truth. 

While it is undoubtedly true that no minimum requirements, however skill- 
fully drawn, will in and of themselves insure a better library service, such 
standards are not only indispensable but they may in fact be made far more 
constructive in their effect than they have been in the past. Is not the time ripe 
for their eritical reexamination with a view to giving them a more dynamic 
character as, for example, by stressing the importance of personnel, by emphasiz- 
ing the need for continuous growth, and by consciously directing attention to the 
aetual use of the library as an indispensable feature of the educational pro- 
vram? In this connection, would it not be well seriously to consider the advis- 
ability of bringing the slightly less exacting requirements of the American Bar 
Association more nearly into line with those of the Law School Association? *° 
There certainly would be some advantage in having the two associations stand 
together on this matter. Should not some thought also be given to the relation- 
ship between the number of students enrolled in the school and the library service 
required? The contention that the small law school is at present being penalized 
is not altogether without foundation, and it is quite true that the present require- 
ments do not insure such duplication of important books as is desirable in a 
school with a large student body. 

And, finally, far more serious thought should be given to the question of 
compliance with whatever standards are established. Inspections should trans- 
cend the mere application of more or less mechanical requirements.*! The 
inspector should also ascertain to what extent the library is actually being used 
by the students and faculty, and he should not only be prepared to offer con- 
structive suggestions for its development, but he should be qualified to put the 
librarian (frequently a beginner) in touch with the sources of such information 
as he will more or less continuously require. The competency of the inspector 
should be measured largely by the degree of success he has achieved in arousing 
the interest of at least one person in the continuous development of such a 
library service as legal education now requires. It is doubtful if any person who 
is not an experienced law librarian is qualified for such an assignment and, while 
it is arduous work, librarians should be willing to share this responsibility and 

“See supra note 17. 

* Those who have been directly concerned with this matter are of course perfectly aware 
of this need. See Proceedings of the Section on Le gal Education of the American Bar Associa- 
tion (19388) 9 Am. L. S. Rey. 63. This need has also been acknowledged by the President of 


the American Bar Association. See Vanderbilt. Some Convictions as to Legal Education 
(19388) 9 Am. L. S. Rev. 40; 24 A.B.A.J. 717. 
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they should be called upon to do so.** It seems altogether unlikely that any less 
aggressive program will eliminate the not uncommon present condition described 
in the following passage: 


“It should not be supposed that foreing schools to secure books of 

the number and kind required has meant that they are being used; and 

it is not unusual today for an inspector to be met with the criticism that 

the Association has placed upon the schools unreasonable and unneces- 

sary expense in order to fulfill a technical requirement. 

“Few seemed to consider that the fact that the libraries were not 
being made use of was a reflection upon the school concerned and upon 

its faculty and the type of training it was giving to its students. <A 

professor was considered as being scholarly if he referred occasionally 

to Shakespeare and quoted Latin expressions or the Bible. If it isn’t a 

maxim, it should be—that you can lead a student to knowledge but you 

cannot make him drink (that is, of knowledge), and this is particularly 
true when none of the faculty are anxious to partake. In many schools, 

it may be stated with considerable accuracy that the library has re- 

mained a closed book.” 2" 

But no constructive discussion of minimum library requirements can ignore 
two important and closely related problems, namely, the retarding effect upon 
the development of legal education generally of the continuing existence of a 
large number of substandard schools, and the positively harmful character of 
minimum requirements to the extent that mere compliance is resorted to as an 
excuse for not further improving the library service in schools where it is pos- 
sible to do so. 

We have already touched upon the first, the substandard schools, when 
dealing with the question of proprietary schools. However, there are other 
aspects of the problem which should also be considered. Taking into account 
only the library service, is it not clear that such schools, by eliminating virtu- 
ally all expense for the maintenance of a library,?* have a distinct advantage 
over the better schools in the mere matter of competition for students? The fact 
that the training provided by them is inferior is seldom, if ever, appreciated by 
prospective students or the public in general. The expense involved and the 
time required (both matters of vital concern to many students) are compared, 

“The committees on cooperation between the Association of American Law Schools and 
the American Association of Law Libraries have both made recommendations to this effect. 
See 30 L. Lin. J. 286, Ass’s Am. L. Scooots, Hanpsook (1937) 337, at 339. 

*%See Horack, The Small Law Library and the Librarian (1937) 30 L. Lis. J. 6 at 10. 
That formal compliance and little more is believed to be quite general is suggested by the 
following interesting statement: “The significance does not lie, of course, in the mere daily 
use of more books by average students where libraries are greater (perhaps there is not much 
more daily use of books where there are more books). The significant things are that the 
law student, surrounded in school by a multitude of books, early acquires an understanding 
that his is a learned profession, that the possibilities for research and study almost are inex- 
haustible, and that his law school is a place where scholarship is aimed at and is possible of 
achievement. If these values are largely spiritual (which the man who thinks of the pro- 
fession as only another business may sneer at), nevertheless they are tremendously important 
values.” Otis, The Evening Law School, AM. Bar Ass’N ANNUAL REviEW or LecaLt EpucatTion 
For 1937, p. 7, at 11. 


* See supra note 2. 
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and frequently the easiest route is selected, and the student usually discovers at 
a much later date the extent to which he has been imposed upon. 

Surely this situation involves a responsibility to the public which the legal 
profession should not continue to evade ?> by leaving the problem to a mere 
handful of their members who, largely unsupported, have labored valiantly year 
in and year out to remedy conditions. Unquestionably the time has come for a 
concerted drive to eliminate permanently the substandard school by seeing to it 
that effective support is withdrawn from every institution that does not comply 
with such modest standards of decency as to which there hardly can be intelli- 
gent differences of opinion. Full advantage should be taken of propitious 
present trends, such as decreasing enrollment in the law schools, widespread con- 
cern regarding the actual or supposed overcrowding of the bar, higher bar admis- 
sion standards, ete.2° As never before the stage is set for a successful campaign 
of action and a better library service is one of the important values at stake. 

On the other hand, to take up the second point mentioned above, if com- 
pliance with minimum standards comes to be generally regarded as a demon- 
stration of adequacy in library service the harmful effect may to a considerable 
extent offset the gains that accrue from the existence of such standards. Ob- 
viously, no school whose resources will permit a further development of the 
library service should be content with mere compliance, for, while it is impera- 
tive that the general level be raised, it is no less important that a larger number 
of schools share the responsibility, both for providing legal education of the 
better type and for the conduct of the ever increasing amount of legal research 
that is required to deal effectively with the constantly multiplying complexities 
of the law and its administration. Protection from undesirable competition and 
moral support for schools with a constructive attitude but limited funds must be 
supplemented by a more widely distributed leadership of the very best kind, for 
there is little justification for the common assumption that the leadership pro- 
vided by the faculties and graduates of a few of the national schools will alone 
suffice. Therefore, the development of the library service of the schools at 
neither extreme, either as to resources or reputation, becomes a matter of the 
most vital concern, not only because of the influence that they will exert directly, 
but because by maintaining higher standards of performance themselves they 
will probably affect the schools at both of the extremes. 

The all important problem of money has not by any means been overlooked. 
Its consideration has simply been deferred because the foregoing discussion has 
been helpful in elaborating the ways in which the funds required may be util- 
ized. Surely no one can really seriously doubt the capacity of the profession to 


* This fact has been emphatically pointed out in a recent symposium. See Horack, The 
Practitioners’ Part in Legal Education, appearing in Trenps IN LecaL Epucation, symposium 
held on April 6, 1938, on the occasion of the dedication of Leche Hall, Law Building of the 
Louisiana State University Law School. 

* These changes are reflected in the Annual Reviews of Legal Education. See especially 
Rogers, The Standard American Law School, ANNUAL Review oF LeGaL Epucation For 1936, 
p. 1, and Shafroth, Recent Changes in Admission Requirements and Law Schools, ANNUAL 
Review oF Lecat Epucation ror 1937, p. 21. 
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secure the funds required to provide for the necessary training of its prospective 
members. This is not the problem. It is specifically one of ways and means. 
Several have already been suggested. Another possibility lies immediately and, 
in faet, conspicuously at hand. Is there no significance in the fact that the 
foundations have taken an active interest in library service generally, in several 
aspects of the work of the legal profession, and even in legal education itself? 
The substantial financial support that has been and is today being extended to 
libraries is such a commonplace that it needs no elaboration, nor need we more 
than mention the American Law Institute, the American Judicature Society, and 
the National Bar Program of the American Bar Association to demonstrate the 
interest of the foundations in the development of the legal profession in general, 
and indeed the Annual Survey of Legal Education, until recently sponsored by 
one of them, indicated a definite interest in legal education itself. Why is it 
then that the extension of financial aid for an exclusively law library purpose is 
such an unusual occurrence? Indubitably it is not because there has been no 
need. On the other hand, there is nothing in the present situation to indicate 
that the foundations would not be interested. Surely it is not their business to 
ferret out desirable projects, and indeed it is advisable that they wait until the 
necessary leadership has been developed and fairly definite plans have been 
formulated. As a matter of fact, the recent grant of $5,000 to the American 
Association of Law Libraries by the Carnegie Corporation of New York came 
in response to the first applheation for funds by that organization, and it should 
especially be noted that this application was not made until several years after 
it had been quite definitely suggested that such an application might receive 
favorable consideration.** But what gives these observations significance is the 
fact that the required leadership is now quite definitely developing, and, in con- 
sequence, the outlines of a constructive program are emerging. It follows that 
there are a number of important undertakings which will be of great value, 
although they involve expenditures at present beyond the reach of those directly 
concerned. Intelligent encouragement now should have far reaching consequence. 

Lest there be anyone who would be at a loss to name important undertak- 
ings for which such financial assistance is indispensable, it may be well to point 
out a few. We have already referred to a survey of law school libraries.°** In 
the field of indexing alone there are two important undertakings, namely, the 
cumulation of the INpEX To LEGAL PeRiopicaALs from the beginning through the 
vear 1925, during which period it is at present available only in the numerous 
annual alphabets, some of which are in fact out-of-print,?° and a consolidated 

“On January 7, 1937, the Carnegie Corporation of New York granted $5.000 to the 
American Association of Law Libraries toward the support of its program. (See 30 L. Lis. JJ. 
30.) This was about six years after the Report of the Informal Conferences on Library 
Interests (1931) held under the auspices of the Carnegie Corporation of New York had 
specifically called attention to the needs of the American Association of Law Libraries. 

“See supra page 7. 

‘See Report of the Committce on the Index to Legal Periodicals, 31 L. Lis. J. 188, and 
Report of Committee on Expansion Plan, 31 L. Lis. J. 216. (The annual cumulations of the 
INpEX TO LeGaL Periopicats for 1921 and 1922 (vols. 14 and 15) are out-of-print. Editor's 
note.) 
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index to the many sets of state bar association reports which contain valuable 
materials that are to a very large extent not accessible today.*° While the Law 
Linrary JOURNAL may for the present provide an adequate outlet for such manu- 
scripts as are being prepared, the American Association of Law Libraries should 
without doubt in the not distant future sponsor a series of monographs to provide 
an outlet for more comprehensive studies. It is certainly not too early to make 
plans for such a series and to consider ways and means of financing desirable 
publications when the actual need may somewhat anticipate a sufficiently wide- 
=pread immediate demand to cover the cost of publication. This possibility for 
stimulating the development of the law library service is too promising to be 
overlooked. 

But concentration upon cooperative enterprises similar to those just men- 
ioncd should not be permitted to obscure the fact that every efficiently admin- 
istered law school library exerts an influence which extends beyond the services 
rendered to its own immediate public, both because the members of its staff will 
in one way or another participate in work of value to all and because such 
libraries will establish and maintain standards which other libraries will be in- 
clined to adopt and follow. We should, therefore, be fully justified in consider- 
ing some ways in which funds, although secured through group effort, may be 
utilized to assist specific institutions and the members of their staffs. 

For cxample, the possibility of employing scholarships and fellowships for 
the purpose of improving the professional standards of law school librarians has 
not been sufficiently explored. In such a relatively small group even a few op- 
portunities for further training and study should produce far reaching results. 
No doubt such assistance should be available both to persons seeking to prepare 
themselves to enter the law library profession and to law librarians desirous 
of pursuing further studies, and these opportunities should not be restrieted to 
the purely technical aspects of the work, for an adequate service can hardly 
be developed unless the group contains within itself a substantial number of 
persons with a broad cultural background and a general grasp of the subject 
matter involved. Needless to say, the facet that such scholarships and fellow- 
ships as are already available, both in law schools and in library schools, are not 
being utilized for this purpose merely indicates that this matter has not received 
sufficient attention. 

And again, apparently no one has pointed out the somewhat singular fact 
that the foundations (which have frequently donated entire special collections 
of books to individual libraries or have financed the purchase of materials in 
given fields) have almost completely ignored the law school libraries. Is there 
any valid reason why this means should not be utilized for the distribution of 
basie legal materials to institutions which could use them? It is in faet a field 
in which many definite classes of books contain materials of permanent value, 


” For the report of a special committee recently appointed to deal with this problem see 
31 L. Lr. J. 329. (See also statement of Dennis A. Dooley. State Librarian of Massachusetts 
at page 23 of this number of THe Journat. While the work of indexing is being financed by 
a WPA grant. funds will be needed to publish the indexes. Editor's note.) 
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materials which could be most readily distributed in such a manner. No doubt 
the school assisted might be required to match the funds donated where this can 
in justice be done. At any rate, this device has been used effectively elsewhere. 

Nor should the increasing inclination of the foundations to sponsor or sup- 
port the cooperative development of two or more libraries located in close 
proximity be overlooked. In a number of instances two law schools are so 
situated as to make such cooperation entirely practical, and in others the prox- 
imity of a practitioner’s library might provide a similar opportunity. The entire 
responsibility for failing to take full advantage of such opportunities cannot be 
placed upon the shoulders of those in charge of the institutions concerned. The 
trouble lies deeper than that. Success in specific instances depends upon the 
much more general appreciation of the need for such joint collections of legal 
materials, and this can only be developed through the active leadership of the 
several national associations most immediately concerned. A request for finan- 
cial assistance for any one of these local undertakings is far more likely to meet 
with success when it can be placed in this perfectly legitimate broader setting. 

But preoccupation with the foundations as possible sources of financial 
assistance should not be allowed to obscure the fact that there are other ways 
of obtaining desirable aid. We have already touched upon one of these, namely, 
the members of the legal profession themselves, when discussing ways and means 
of augmenting the resources of specific libraries. However, we should not lose 
sight of the fact that such benefactions need not necessarily be directed to a 
particular library. What could be more suitable as an object of interest for the 
successful lawyer, with no particular institutional loyalties, than the establish- 
ment of some service useful to all law school libraries (or all law libraries for 
that matter) and therefore beneficial to the profession as a whole? Buildings, 
however desirable, are by no means the only lasting monuments, and indeed 
books, each bearing the name of the donor, as they serve the needs of successive 
users, may become frequent reminders of the foresight and generosity of the 
giver. Contributing thus to the education of prospective lawyers and to the 
intellectual life of the profession, they in effect endow the benefactor with an 
enduring participation in the life of the profession of his choice. 

How seldom lawyers, who have so much to do with testamentary disposi- 
tions, think of the law libraries when invited to make suggestions. Nor do they 
usually remember them upon their own retirement or at the time of their deaths. 
And yet their thoughtfulness or their generosity, whether expressed through the 
bestowal of their own collection of books or in terms of money, might well serve 
either as the nucleus around which could be developed a professional library in 
their own community or as a valuable addition to such a library if one has 
already been established. 

And finally, in this day when government is assuming an increasing respon- 
sibility for the financial support of desirable services in many fields, whether it 
be an unmixed blessing or not, the possibilities for obtaining aid from this source 
should be carefully investigated. There are perhaps a number of ways in which 
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the development of the law school libraries may be materially advanced in this 
manner. If so, such opportunities should not be overlooked.** 

Perhaps there is no more appropriate way to close this series of articles, 
which has necessarily dealt with many matters, than by calling attention to the 
two outstanding conclusions which have inevitably emerged as a result of this 
inquiry, namely, (1) that an adequate library service cannot be provided on a 
low cost basis, for very substantial sums of money are indispensable, and (2) 
that under present conditions such a library service as is required can only be 
created and maintained by a group of persons trained for the specific purpose 
and qualified to perform the numerous tasks involved. The responsibility for 
seeing to it that these two essentials are provided is one which must be shared 
by law school administrators and teachers, for, although a great deal may be 
expected from a competent library staff, it must never be forgotten that it is not 
only acting in a representative capacity—that is, for and on behalf of the law 
school—but that the sole justification for its work is the extent to which others 
are thereby aided in the performance of their respective duties, whether they be 
students, teachers or research workers. 





Law Librarians of Greater New York Meet 


The Law Library Association of Greater New York, organized on Novem- 
ber 17, 1938 for purposes of mutual acquaintance and helpfulness, held its second 
dinner meeting on Monday evening, January 9th, at the Alice Foote MacDougall 
Restaurant, 129 Maiden Lane, with forty-five librarians in attendance. The 
first meeting of the group, which took place on November 17th at the Cortile 
Restaurant, was arranged by an informal committee consisting of: A. A. DeVito, 
Librarian, Library of the Court of General Sessions; Raymond C. Lindquist, 
Librarian, The New York Law Institute; Mrs. Lotus M. Mills, Librarian, Sulli- 
van and Cromwell; Franklin O. Poole, Chairman pro. tem., Librarian, The 
Association of the Bar of the City of New York; Miles O. Price, Librarian, 
Columbia University Law School; and Miss Helen May Smith, Librarian, 
Equitable Life Assurance Society of the United States. Forty-five law librarians 
and assistants representing twenty-seven libraries were present at the first meet- 
ing, and the Association was organized on the call of Franklin O. Poole, Chairman 
pro. tem., by the election of Lawrence H. Schmehl, Librarian, New York County 
Lawyers’ Association, as Chairman and Miss Elizabeth Finley, Librarian of 
Root, Clark, Buckner and Ballantine as Secretary. 

The interest and enthusiasm shown by the librarians attending these two 
meetings seems to forecast a successful and vigorous future for this, the first, 
regional organization of law librarians in a metropolitan area. 


“The union catalog of law books in Chicago now in preparation is an interesting ex- 
ample. See 31 L. Lis. J. 357. 
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REORGANIZATION OF THE LAW LIBRARY AT BAYLOR UNIVERSITY * 


Oscar C. OrRMAN 


Director of Libraries, Wash ington Unive rsity 


AST spring Dean T. E. MeDonald of the Law School of Baylor University 
invited me to Waco during the summer to catalog the Baylor Law Library. 
In his letter he stated: 


“We have approximately 12,000 volumes including the National 
Reporter System complete, the English Reprint and the English Law 
Reports, and the pre-reporter state reports of some 40 states with the 
usual run of digests, encyclopedias, textbooks, ete. Could you give us 
some estimate of the time and expense involved?) We would be glad to 
cooperate in getting things in readiness for you and to furnish such 
secretarial and other assistance as might be required.” 


After examining my summer schedule and without any more knowledge 
of the collection than the information quoted above, I accepted the invitation 
and informed Dean MeDonald that I would be able to spend a month at Baylor. 
It is the purpose of this article to describe the nature of the work done. 

The first step in the project was to prepare a memorandum entitled “Sug- 
gestions for Preliminary Steps in the Cataloging of the Law Library at Baylor 
University.” It contained the following instructions: 


I. PREPARING THE SHELF-LIST 


If the library contains no complete list of holdings, or if the existing list 
is not in ecard form, or if it is plainly inadequate, a complete and accurate 
shelf-list should be prepared as a part of the cataloging project. I assume that 
this task must be performed before the book colleetion can be properly cata- 
loged at Baylor. 

The first step is to estimate the number of titles (not volumes) in the 
library and to order shelf-list cards. One card, and only one card, will be 
needed for each title regardless of the number of volumes in the set. I ree- 
ommend Library Bureau of Remington Rand, Ine., Catalog number 1110.1 
eards, and am enclosing a sample. 

The following information about each title should be listed on the shelf-list 
eard (typed, if possible): 

Author (surname first) 

Title 

Edition or series 

Place of publication 

Publisher 

Date 

Volumes (if a serial, indicate in pencil) 

The form of the card is easy to follow. One card should be filled out for 
each title. These cards should be arranged according to the order of the works 
on the shelves—henee the name shelf-list. 

There are several reasons for compiling a shelf-list record in your law 


* The Baylor University Law School. Waco, Texas, was admitted to me mbership in the 
Association of American Law Schools at the Association’s Thirtv-sixth Annual Meeting in 
Chicago, December 29, 1938. | Editor's note.] 
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library at this time. (1) It will provide the most convenient inventory taking 
list. (2) The back of the card can be used as a place to record accession 
numbers. (3) Catalog cards can be ordered with the information found on 
the shelf-list card. It is this third purpose which will be of immediate use. 


Il. OrperRING CatTaLoG Carbs 


Most American and English law books have been cataloged by the Library 
of Congress and printed cards have been made for them. These cards can be 
obtained from the Card Division of the Library of Congress at the follow- 
ing rates: 

(a) If ordered by Library of Congress number, 

(1) Price of first card—38 cents. 
(2) Price of others—!5 cent each. 
(b) If ordered by author or title and each item indicated on a separate slip, 
(1) Price of first card—4!% cents. 
(2) Price of additional cards—! cent. 

The first step in ordering catalog cards should be to check the shelf-list 
cards with the United States Catalog of Books in Print 1928 and the subsequent 
volumes of that set. You will find this set in your University General Library. 

Upon finding the items in this set, the serial numbers or card numbers 
should be noted on the shelf-list card in the lower left hand corner. 

Attempt must be made to locate as many of such serial numbers as is pos- 
sible inasmuch as a saving can be made if the Library of Congress cards are 
ordered by number rather than by author and title. 

After all the titles have been searched for in the United States Catalog 
the Library of Congress numbers should be listed in consecutive order and 
counted. The number of Library of Congress cards multiplied by 5 cents will 
vive you the approximate cost of such cards. 

For those titles for which no Library of Congress numbers can be found, 
the author and title of each of such titles should be indicated on separate slips, 
arranged in alphabetical order and counted. The total number of slips multi- 
plied by 7 cents will give you the approximate cost of Library of Congress 
ecards for such items. 

A deposit should then be made with the Card Division of the Library of 
Congress to cover the cost of the orders to be made and the list of Library of 
Congress numbers and the collection of slips should be sent on to the Library 
of Congress. Request should be made for a full set of cards for each item. 
You will then receive author, title and subject cards for each item and the 
cataloging process will be ready to go ahead. 

I suggest that you take care of the textbook material first and let the 
reports, statutes, periodicals, digests, ete., wait until my arrival. 

I am enclosing a Library of Congress card and have circled the serial num- 
ber. In addition to the ordering of subject cards from Remington Rand, Ine., 
465 Washington St., Buffalo, New York, you should order 1,000 plain white 
medium-weight catalog cards. These will cost $4.25 per thousand and the stock 
number is 33020 em. The shelf-list cards will cost $2.85 per thousand. 

On the basis of these instructions shelf-list cards were obtained, the text- 
books were listed and Library of Congress cards were ordered by Miss Margaret 
Foster, secretary to Dean McDonald. 

My first view of the library was encouraging. It was situated on the 
third floor of the University General Library building, and occupied two newly 
decorated rooms (one large room with a small room adjoining) which were 
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well lighted, contained adequate space and were located in the center of law 
school activities. 

Some attempt had been made to shelve similar materials together, but it 
was evident that no comprehensive scheme had been devised. Thus the English 
materials were found to be divided into two collections—one group in each 
room. Textbooks were shelved in all parts of the library although most of 
them were arranged under a broad subject classification in the sectional wooden 
cases. The National Reporter System was all together but the sets did not 
follow each other in any reasonable order. The state reports presented the 
greatest need for organization because they were shelved in various parts of the 
library and numerous duplicate sets made matters very confusing. The Texas 
materials were conveniently located and the digests and encyclopedias were in 
good order. 

It was obvious that before any cataloging or listing could be done it would 
be necessary to develop a systematic and practical shelf arrangement. Thus 
the collection was scanned and an estimate in terms of shelves and type of 
material was made of the holdings of the library. The result of this survey 
was compared with the number and location of the available shelves in the 
library. It was found that the official state reports (with the exception of Texas 
reports), the annotated reports, the special reports and all of the English material 
could be conveniently housed in the small room. As this portion of the collection 
would not be used as much as the balance of the library it was thought best 
to shelve it in the stacks which were somewhat removed from the reading room. 
This division meant that the digests, encyclopedias, law reviews, textbooks, 
federal reports, National Reporter System, and Texas materials would be shelved 
in the large room. 

As the collection was shifted to match the above arrangement all sets were 
placed in proper order, and all the books, shelves and uprights were thoroughly 
cleaned. The state reports were shelved according to the bibliography of state 
reports contained in Hicks’ Materials and Methods of Legal Research. The 
English Law Reports were arranged alphabetically by title. The textbooks were 
shelved in alphabetical order by author, and if no author or more than one 
author, then by title. The National Reporter System was placed in alpha- 
betical order and was preceded in the shelving plan by the reports of the United 
States Supreme Court and the reports of the lower federal courts. All periodicals, 
bound and unbound, were placed in alphabetical order and the same thing was 
done to state statutes which were arranged alphabetically by state and within 
each state in chronological fashion keeping, of course, the codes and session 
laws separate. 

During the course of shifting much duplicate, antiquated, worn-out and 
non-legal material was extracted from the collection. This made it possible to 
dispense with the use of all the old sectional book cases. The balance of the 
cluster of wooden cases was moved to the vacant walls. 

After the shifting had been completed it was apparent that a better table 
and seating arrangement could be devised. A few moves found more room 
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around the tables by placing one of the tables to the right of the entrance and 
another table to the left of the entrance. When shelves are needed there is 
adequate space for sixteen double faced sections of book stacks. 

Once the collection was in good physical condition it was possible to 
commence the preparation of adequate records. Information necessary to ac- 
curately and completely describe the digests, encyclopedias, periodicals, reports, 
statutes and other continuation material was recorded in card form. In the 
case of a set of state reports, the card would contain, in addition to the name 
of the state, the reporter’s name if the set was known by reporter, the inclusive 
dates of cases covered, the edition if other than the first and a notation of the 
specific volumes of that set found in the library. In this process all advance 
sheets, supplements and unbound materials received minute attention. For in- 
complete sets and sets still being published the cards were devised so as to 
allow space for an orderly addition of information as gaps are filled in and 
current sets expanded. 

The cards which had arrived from the Library of Congress were arranged 
in alphabetical order and checked with the textbook collection. There was a 
high degree of correlation between the books in the library and the cards 
ordered and received. In a few cases it was necessary to type temporary cards 
for books not already cataloged by the Library of Congress. In some instances 
it was necessary to modify the printed cards to note different editions. Appro- 
priate subject headings indicating the contents of each book were added to the 
cards. With the aid of the Library of Congress List of Subject Headings the 
necessary cross-references were prepared. All the cards were then arranged so 
as to produce a dictionary catalog. 

At the conclusion of the above procedure the catalog containd 2,100 cards 
representing 726 volumes of textbooks and approximately 500 cards recording 
the serial collection. From these cards the holdings of the library could be 
analyzed as follows: 





Number Number 
Type of Volumes Type of Volumes 
Citators 9 Selected Cases 677 
Digests 271 Special Reports .. 268 
Directories ; 5 State Reports 3,199 
English Reports 692 Statutes 207 
Encyclopedias 391 U. S. and Federal Reports 1,063 
Miscellaneous 33 U.S. Departmental Reports 183 
National Reporter System 2,569 Textbooks 726 
Ordinances - as 3 
Periodicals . 388 Total 10.759 
Proceedings a 75 


(Unbound material not included in figures.) 


Although the library had been cleaned, shelved and cataloged, the project 
was not yet closed. Several conferences were held with Dean McDonald, Miss 
Foster and members of the student library staff. General problems of law 
library administration were discussed. Recommendations were made in regard 
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to bookkeeping for the library. A simple system of dealer accounts was dem- 
onstrated. A method of keeping accurate statisties on the growth of the library 
was described. Suggestions were made as to book purchase and binding pro- 
grams. Problems of circulation routine and shelving arrangements were dis- 
cussed. 

In conclusion the author wishes to state that without the excellent coopera- 
tion extended by the Baylor Law School faculty and the members of the library 
staff the project could not have been completed in such a comparatively short 
period of time. It is hoped that this description of the reorganization at Baylor 
will be helpful to other librarians who are or will be embarking upon similar tasks. 





RESULTS OF REORGANIZATION AT BAYLOR 
T. E. McDona.p 


Dean, Baylor University Law School 


5 ens splendid work done by Professor Orman last summer has resulted in 

great improvement in the administration of our law library. Students 
now spend more time each day in library study. The order is better, and there 
is a splendid cooperation in the observance of library rules. 

We have introduced the principle of autonomy in the purchase of books and 
the administration of the library. A definite budget has been allowed for the 
purchase of books, and orders are placed through the Business Manager rather 
than through the general librarian. At the close of each day we now know the 
amount expended for books during the fiscal year and the balance available. 
The law school books are balanced each month and comparison made with 
accounts kept in the Business Manager’s office. 

The secretary-librarian keeps an accession book showing the date received, 
accession number, author, title, volume, publisher, year of publication and price. 
In addition a brief summary of the status of the library is kept, showing the 
total number of books in each classification; for example the number of volumes 
of citators, digests, English Reports, ete. 

The law library bookplate is similar to that of the general library, but 
bears the words “Law Library.” The Library of Congress has assigned a num- 
ber separate from the general library to be used in ordering Library of Con- 
gress cards. 

The work done by Professor Orman gives us a good picture of our present 
holdings and enables us to plan for library building in the future. Emphasis is 
being placed upon the purchase of textbooks and other materials of immediate 
practical utility. Additional steel stacks are being ordered for the purpose of 
providing ample space for future growth. A student assistant has been em- 
ployed to take care of the problem of minor repairs and to see that books in 
need of rebinding are given attention in due course. 

We are indeed grateful to Professor Orman for the splendid work he did 
last summer and to Miss Newman and others for the friendly interest. expressed, 
as well as for the helpful suggestions that have been made. 
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The reorganization work described above was preceded by a splendid effi- 
cieney program on the part of Dr. William Stanley Hoole, General Librarian. 
Throughout the year 1937-38 the law library shared in many ways in the fine 
results of Dr. Hoole’s work. He has given at all times the best support and 
cooperation to the Law School, for which we are most grateful. 





CURRENT COMMENTS 


Round Table Conference on Library Problems Held in Chicago 
The papers read at the Round Table Conference on Library Problems held 
in connection with the thirty-sixth annual meeting of the Association of Ameri- 
can Law Schools at the Stevens Hotel on Thursday evening, December 29th, 
stimulated an unusual amount of discussion and interest, and many of those in 
attendance expressed the opinion that the conference was the most successful 
one ever held. The program of the round table, condueted under the chairman- 
ship of Lewis W. Morse, Law Librarian of Cornell University, was devoted to a 
discussion of the problems of the small law library and included the following 
papers: “Some Problems of a Small Law Library,” by Dean Elvin E. Overton of 
Mercer University; “Autonomy in Law Library Administration,” by Osear C. 
Orman, Director of Libraries of Washington University; and “Effecting Some 
Keonomies,” by Mr. Morse. These papers and the complete proceedings of the 
round table will be published in the March number of the Law Lisprary JOURNAL, 
together with a paper entitled “A Librarian’s Approach to Problems in the 
Smaller Law School Libraries,” by Miss Helen Newman, Law Librarian of The 
George Washington University, given at the Round Table on Special Problems 

of the Smaller Schools at its meeting on Saturday morning, December 31st. 


Send Your Lists of Wants and Offers to A.A.L.L. Book Exchange 
at University of California 

The American Association of Law Libraries’ Book Exchange, located in the 
Law Library of the University of California, Berkeley, California, has reeeived 
lists of wants and offers from three libraries in addition to those listed in the 
notice printed at page 358 of the November 1938 number of the Law Liprary 
JourRNAL. The most recent lists received are those of Duke University School 
of Law, Mahoning Law Library Association, and the Association of the Bar 
of the City of New York. Work on the files was begun over the holidays, and 
it is hoped that the first exchanges under the plan will be effected early this 
spring. Libraries which have not vet submitted their lists are urged to do so 
at once. For a description of the exchange see pages 222-223 of the September 
1938 number of the Law Liprary JOURNAL. 

Massachusetts Adopts Plan of Biennial Sessions 

By constitutional amendment the State of Massachusetts has adopted the 
plan of biennial sessions for the legislature. The next regular session of the 
legislature will convene in January 1939 and the next regular session after that 
in January 1941. 
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HOTEL EMPIRE WILL BE THE HEADQUARTERS FOR THE THIRTY- 

FOURTH ANNUAL MEETING OF THE AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF 

LAW LIBRARIES TO BE HELD AT SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA, 
JULY 5th to 8th, 1939 


EMBERS planning to attend the Thirty-fourth Annual Meeting of the 

American Association of Law Libraries at San Francisco, California, July 
5th to 8th, 1939 are urged to make their room reservations at once direct with 
Jack Balin, Assistant Manager of the Hotel Empire, which is the headquarters 
for our meeting. The room rates are as follows: 


Single room (1 person) $4.00 per day 
Double room (double bed) (2 persons) $5.00, $6.00 per day 
Double room (twin beds) (2 persons). $6.00, $7.00, $8.00 per day 


The tentative program arranged by the Executive Committee at its mid- 
winter meeting in Chicago, December 29th and 30th, will include a panel dis- 
cussion of social science material for law libraries led by Mrs. Bernita J. Long, 
Law Librarian of the University of Illinois; a panel discussion of the reorganiza- 
tion program of the American Library Association and its effect on our Asso- 
ciation, together with a discussion of the desirability of the A.A.L.L. stimulating 
the formation and affiliation of regional chapters of law librarians. A constitu- 
tional amendment will be proposed which will provide for the affiliation of such 
regional organizations with the American Association of Law Libraries. Com- 
plete program announcements of business sessions, additional panel discussions 
and addresses to be given at the meeting will be published in the March number 
of the Law Liprary JOURNAL. 

The Committee on Local Arrangements, composed of Robert C. Owens, 
Chairman; Clara Kilbourn, Beryl Harris, R. A. Ogg, and F. B. Moss, is making 
plans for the entertainment of the delegates, including sight-seeing trips and a 
day’s visit to the University of California at Berkeley. Thomas 8. Dabagh, 
former Law Librarian of the University of California, who has been actively 
participating in the work of the Committee on Local Arrangements, has resigned 
from the committee because of his recent appointment to the position of 
Librarian of the Los Angeles County Law Library. Miss Kilbourn, Assistant 
Law Librarian of the University of California, is taking care of the arrangements 
for the visit to the University. 

Reservations for a special car or cars on a train leaving Chicago on Satur- 
day, July 1st, and arriving in San Francisco on Tuesday, July 4th, will be made 
provided a sufficient number of delegates indicate their intention to make the 
trip West together from Chicago. Members who are interested in such reserva- 
tions should notify Miss Helen Newman, the Executive Secretary, as soon as 
possible. 


A. L. A. Will Meet in San Francisco, June 18th to 24th 
The 1939 Annual Conference of the American Library Association will be 
held in San Francisco June 18th to 24th. The San Francisco Exposition will 
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be in progress during the Conference and officials have offered to set aside a 
special day for delegates. 


A. B. A. Will Meet in San Francisco, July 10th to 14th 


The Palace Hotel will be the headquarters for the Sixty-second Annual 
meeting of the American Bar Association to be held in San Francisco, July 10th 
to 14th, 1939. If you will read the article at pages 19 to 21 of the January 
number of the AMERICAN Bar AssociATION JOURNAL you will certainly want to 
go to San Francisco which is “famous for loving life and for knowing how to 
play ... famous for the friendliness and gayety of its people. There is some- 
thing in the bracing salt air of the place that banishes gloom and fatigue.” 





MASSACHUSETTS STATE LIBRARY APPEALS FOR COOPERATION IN 
PROJECT OF INDEXING STATE BAR ASSOCIATION REPORTS 
AND PROCEEDINGS 


WO years ago a Committee of the American Association of Law Libraries 

was appointed to undertake the work of preparing an index of State Bar 
Association Reports and Proceedings. This Committee has been under the direc- 
tion of Lewis W. Morse, Law Librarian, Cornell University, as Chairman. 

Originally it was thought that the work could be undertaken on a coopera- 
tive plan with one person in each State volunteering to do the indexing for that 
State. Some valuable contributions from individual States, notably South Caro- 
lina, have already been received. It was soon evident, however, that the work 
must be undertaken by some central group having available the Bar Association 
Reports of all the States. 

The Massachusetts State Library set up a WPA project for the purpose of 
indexing various special collections in the State Library which included a collee- 
tion of Washingtoniana contributed by Professor Albert Bushnell Hart of Har- 
vard after he completed his Chairmanship of the George Washington Bicentennial 
Commission, a large collection of newspaper clippings pertaining to the affairs 
of the Commonwealth, and a large collection of newspaper clippings of the World 
War. To this enterprise was added the indexing of State Bar Association Reports 
which had been started at the State Library about five years ago but not com- 
pleted. As a consequence, it has been possible for the Committee to concentrate 
on the form and design which will be suitable for the printed publication by the 
American Association of Law Libraries. The work has advanced to the point 
where it is now necessary to secure the items missing in the collection of Bar 
Association materials at the Massachusetts State Library. The cooperation of 
law librarians and bar association officers is solicited in the hope that it may be 
possible to announce the completion of this work before the next meeting of the 
Association. Our want list is published below. Can you send us duplicates of 
any of these items? 

Wherever necessary, it should be possible to effect an exchange of material 
of equal value. We have already expended as much money as we can afford in 
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purchasing bar association material so that items in the possession of dealers 
should not be forwarded until the prices are submitted and a specific order placed. 

The tremendous amount of work entailed in the production of this index 
eannot be done ordinarily by volunteer service of members of the Association. 
The work will be of very great value to law libraries throughout the country and 
to bar association members, consequently we hope there will be a generous re- 
sponse in supplying the items which are lacking. 

Dennis A. Doo.ey, 
State Librarian of Massachusetts. 


Massachusetts State Library's Want List of 
State Bar Association Reports and Proceedings 

Alabama State Bar Association 

Proceedings . . . 1900 (23d), 1905 (28th) 
Arkansas, Bar Association of 

Proceedings 

1899 (?) Ist (was this ever printed?) 
1900 (Jan. 2-3) 2d annual. 118 p. 

California State Bar Association 

Report (1st). 1901 
Colorado Bar Association 

Report. 1933 (86th)-1935 (38th) 
Florida State Bar Association 

A general summary of the proceedings. 1907-1909 (one vol.) 

Proceedings . . . 1925 (18th), 1929 (22d)-date 
Georgia Bar Association 

Report. 1895 (12th) 
Idaho State Bar Association 

Constitution, Officers, ete. 1913 
Illinois State Bar Association 

Proceedings. 1878 (Ist), 1895 (18th) 
Louisiana, State Bar of 

Report. 1936-date 
Maryland State Bar Association 

Report. 1896 (1st), 1898 (8d), 1899 (4th), 1900 (Sth) 
Michigan State Bar Association 


Proceedings. 


1890, Ist meeting 1902, 13th 
1891, Ist annual 1904, 15th 
1895, 6th 1915, 25th 


1892-1894 (2d-5th) contained in Michigan Law Journal, vol. 1) (Auge.). 
vol. 2 (Feb., July), vol. 3 (June, July) 

1896-1900 (7th-11th) Detroit Legal News, vol. 3 (May 30 issue), vol. 4 
(July 24 issue), vol. 5 (July 16 issue), vol. 6 (Dee. 9 issue), 
vol. 7 (July 21 issue) 
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1921 (31st) contained in Michigan State Bar Journal, vol. 1 
Mississippi Bar Association 

Minutes. 1886 (1st) 
Mississippi State Bar Association 

Proceedings. 19238 (18th) 
Missouri Bar Association 

Report 


1889 (9th) 1893 (13th) 1901 (19th) 
1890 (10th) 1898 (16th) 1902. (20th) 
1891 (11th) 1899 (17th) 1903 (21st) 


1892 (12th) 1900 (18th) 1931-date 

Nebraska State Bar Association 

Proceedings. vol. 1 (1900-1902). vol. 12. (1921) 
Nevada Bar Association , 

Proceedings 1914 (4th) 1916 (6th) 

1915 (5th) 1921 (11th) 

Nevada, State Bar of 

Nevada State Bar Journal. vol. 1, no. 3 (July, 1936) 
New Hampshire, Bar Association of the State of 

Proceedings, new series. 1927 (n. s. vol. 6, no. 1) 
New Jersey State Bar Association 

Yearbook. 1899-1900, 1900-1901, 1901-1902. 1902-1903 
New Mexico Bar Association 

Minutes. 1905, 1906, 1907, 1914, 1917 
New Mexico State Bar Association 

Report. 1928, 1929 
New York State Bar Association 

Proceedings. 1892 (15th) 
North Dakota Bar Association 

Proceedings, 1910-1916, 1925, 1926, 1933, 1935, 1937 
Oklahoma Bar Association 

Proceedings, 1903-04 (in 1 vol.) 
Oklahoma, State Bar of 

Proceedings. 1933 
Rhode Island Bar Association 

Proceedings. 1901 
South Carolina Bar Association 

Transaction 

1907 (14th) 1917 (24th) 


1916 (23d) 1920 (27th) 
South Dakota Bar Association 
Report 
1899 (1st) 1901 (3d) 1905 (Sth) 1918 (19th) 


1899 (2d) 1903 (4th) 1908 (Sth) 
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Tennessee Bar Association 
Proceedings 
1882, 1884, 1887, 1891, 1919, 
1883, 1886, 1890, 1905, 1920 
Utah State Bar Association 
Report. 1929 to date 
Vermont Bar Association 
Officers, proceedings, papers and addresses 
Volume eleven (1917-18) 
Washington State Bar Association 
Proceedings. 1896 (Sth) 1932 (48d)-1935 (47th) 
West Virginia Bar Association 
Annual proceedings 
1892 (6th) 1904 (20th) 1906 (22d) 
1899 (13th) 1905 (21st) 
1894 (8th), 1895 (9th), 1900 (14th), 1901 (16th), in The Bar volume 
1,2,7,8 
Annual minutes. 1902 (17th) 
The index will cover also the following association publications, of which 
we lack those listed below: 
Alaska Bar Association 
Proceedings. 1898, 1899 
Sketch of the judiciary. 1901 
Indian Territory Bar Association 
Report. 1900 (1st)-1904 (5th) 
New York, Association of the Bar of the City of. 
Charter and constitution. 1873 
New York County Lawyers Association Year Book. 1909 
New York Law Institute 
Charter, ete. 1911 
Reports. 1912-1917 
Year Book. 1918-1932 


Baylor and University of Kansas City Admitted to Association of 
American Law Schools 

Baylor University Law School, Waco, Texas, and the University of Kansas 
City College of Law, Kansas City, Missouri, were admitted to membership in 
the Association of American Law Schools at the thirty-sixth annual meeting 
of the Association held in Chicago, December 29th to 31st. The law librarians 
of both of these schools are new members of the American Association of Law 
Libraries. Miss Margaret Foster became a new member of the Association in 
November by virtue of the institutional membership of Baylor University. 
Miss Rita Dielmann, Law Librarian of the University of Kansas City, whose 
membership was noted in the November number of the Law Lisrary JourNAL, 
has recently been appointed to the Association’s Committee on the List of Law 
Libraries in the Standard Legal Directory. 








OFFICERS AND COMMITTEES: A.A.L.L. 27 


AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF LAW LIBRARIES 


Organized 1906 
Officers and Executive Committee, 1938-39 


President 
Helen S. Moylan 
Law Librarian 
State University of Iowa 
Iowa City, Iowa. 
First Vice President 
Arthur 8S. Beardsley 
Law Librarian 
University of Washington 
Seattle, Washington 
Second Vice President 
Lewis W. Morse 
Law Librarian 
Cornell University 
Ithaca, New York 
Executive Secretary and Treasurer 
Helen Newman 
Law Librarian 
The George Washington U 
Washington, D. C. 


niversity 


Incorporated 1935 


Executive Committee 


The Officers 


James C. Baxter 
Philadelphia Bar Association 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 


Sidney B. Hill 
Association of the Bar 
42 West 44th Street 
New York City 

Olive C. Lathrop 


Detroit Bar Association 
Detroit, Michigan 


Robert C. Owens 

San Francisco Law Library 

San Francisco, California 

Laurie H. Riggs 

Library Company of the Baltimore 
Bar 

Baltimore, Maryland 


Committees, 1938-1939 


Committee 


on Bar Association Publications 


Marie Russell, Chairman 


James C. Baxter 


Paul B. DeWitt 
Pauline E. Gee 


Ella May Thornton 


Committee on Cooperation with the American Bar Association 


Gilson G. Glasier, Chairman 


Dennis A. Dooley 
Bernita J. Long 


Layton B. Register 
Thomas P. Shaw 


Henry Springmeyer 
John T. Vance 


Committee on Cooperation with American Library Association 
Arthur S. McDaniel, Chairman 


Thomas 8S. Dabagh 
Olive C. Lathrop 


Osear C. 
William R. Roalfe 


Anna M. Ryan 
Howard L. Stebbins 


Committee on Cooperation with the Association of American Law Schools 
Lucile Elliott, Chairman 


Mildred L. Dager 
Alice Daspit 


Forrest S. Drummond 
Perey A. Hogan 


Philip G. Marshall 
Lewis W. Morse 


Committeee on Expansion Plan 
William R. Roalfe, Chairman 


Frederick C. Hicks 
Alice M. Magee 


Helen Newman 


Will Shafroth 


Franklin O. Poole 


Committee on Index to Legal Periodicals 
Franklin O. Poole, Chairman 


Frederick C. Hicks 
Eldon R. James, Editor 


Helen Newman 
Arthur C. Pulling 


John T. Vance 
Gertrude E. Woodard 
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Committee on Law Library Journal 
Frederick C. Hicks, Chairman 
Arthur 8. Beardsles Olive C. Lathrop Samuel I. Thorne 
Helen Newman, /ditor Franklin O. Poole 
Committee on List of Law Libraries in Standard Legal Directory 


Alfred A. Morrison, Chairman 


Caroline A. Brede Robert Johnston I. Luey Ogden 

A. Mercer Daniel Raymond C. Lindquist Ila R. Pridgen 

A. Alfred DeVito June Llewellyn Mabel Kk. Richardson 
Rita Dielmann Maréchal Nantel William B. Stern 
Donald Gulley Mary Bell Nethereut 


Committee on Local Arrangements for the 34th Annual Meeting 
Robert C. Owens, Chairman 
Beryl Harris Clara Kilbourn R.A. Oge 
F. B. Moss 
Committee on New Members 
Margaret EF. Hall, Chairman 
Irene Gelinas Ki. Charles D. Marriage Gertrude F. Smith 
Matthew A. MeKavitt Helene Miller Rebeeca Wilson 
Arie Poldervaart 
Committee on Statistics 
Jean Ashman, General Chairman 


Subcommittee on Bar Association Library Statistics—Lawrence H. Schmehl, Chairman 


John E. Burke William 8S. MeCormick Helen G. Ross 
Gamble Jordan Gladys W. Ringer 

Subcommittee on County Law Library Statistices—Laura R. Wilson, Chairman 
Margaret B. Dailey Margaret Dold Lillian M. Taylor 
Gladys Judd Day I. H. Pearson 

Subcommittee on Court and State Library Statistics—Christian N. Due, Chairman 
Clarence F. Allen Katherine Greene Estalene Secrest 
Zilla Grant Alfred E. Hetherington Alfred G. Trump 

Subcommittee on Law School Library Statistics—Ophelia Strickland, Chairman 
Mrs. C. L. Graves Berenice A. Henke Katherine Karpenstein 
John S. Gummer Ruth A. Hill Cicely Sherwood 
Helen Hargrave Mary G. Hoard 


Special Advisory Commitice on Education for Law Librarianship 
Miles O. Price, Chairman 
Arthur 8S. Beardsley William R. Roalfe 
Spe cial Committee on Cooperation with Law Book Publishers and Publishers’ Re prese ntatives 


Laurie H. Riggs, Chairman 


Matthew Bender, III J. Oscar Emrich Lewis W. Morse 
Dorothea Blender Sidney B. Hill Robert C. Owens 
Clark Boardman Fred Y. Holland Philip von Frech 
C. R. Brown William S. Johnston 


Special Committee on Indexing Bar Association Reports 
Lewis W. Morse, Chairman 
Esther Betz Mary 8S. Covington Dennis A. Dooley 
Special Committee to Study Cooperative Purchasing of Law Books 
Lewis W. Morse, Chairman 
Jean Ashman Arie Poldervaart 
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Special Committee to Study the Use of Microfilms 
Helen 8S. Moylan, Chatrman 


Hobart R. Coffey Layton B. Register 


A. A. L. L. Members Appointed to A. L. A. Committees, 1938-39 


Catalog Code Revision Committee—Katherine Warren 
Joint Committee to Investigate the Problems of Indexing and Abstracting Services— 


Eldon R. James 
Public Documents Committee—Esther Betz 


VIEMBERS OF THE AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF LAW LIBRARIES, 
FEBRUARY 1, 1939 
LIFE MEMBERS 


Clark, Mrs. Lucile Vernon, Route No. 1, Shelby, Ohio. 

Doming James H.. City Hall, San Francisco, California. 

Ebel, Carles F., 345 Highland Street, Pasadena, California. 

King, John E., Hemet, California. 

MeCurdy, Robert M.. c/o New Hampshire State Library, Concord, New Hampshire. 
Marshall, Mrs. W. F.. 718 Congress Street North, Jackson, Mississipi. 

Millard, Hon. William J.. Supreme Court, Olympia, Washington. 

Parma. Rosamond, 415 West Sola Street. Santa Barbara. California. 

Schenk, Frederick W.. Harvard University Law Library, Cambridge, Massachusetts. 
Woodard, Gertrude E.. Lock Box 288, Ypsilanti, Michigan. 


REGULAR MEMBERS 


(NOTE:—This lst imeludes the names of regular individual members and. the 
names of librarians who are regular members by virtue of the institutional mem- 
berships of their libraries. An asterisk (*) opposite a name indicates that the libra- 
rian is an individual member.) 

\brera, Carlos P.. Librarian, University of the Philippines Law Library, Manila, P. I. 
Allen, Clarence F., Librarian, State Law Library, Providence, Rhode Island. 

Allen, Fern L.. Librarian, Syracuse University Law Library, Svracuse, New York. 

Allen, Viola, Librarian, Dayton Law Library Association, Dayton, Ohio. 

Anderson, Hazel A.. Librarian. University of Kansas Law Library, Lawrence, Kans: 
Anderson, Robert B., Harvard University Law Library, Cambridge. Massachusetts 
Andrews, Joseph L., Association of the Bar, 42 West 44th Street, New York City. 
Arkebauer, B. G., Librarian, Supreme Court Library, Springfield, Illinois. 

Ashman, Jean, Librarian, Indiana University Law Library, Bloomington, Indiana. 
Bacon, Grace W.. Yale University Law Librarv, New Haven, Connecticut. 

Baker, Charles M., Director of Libraries, University of Kansas, Lawrence, Kansas. 
Saker, Mrs. Lois, Librarian, University of Oregon Law Library, Eugene, Oregon. 

Baley, Mrs. Rena H., Law Librarian, Mississippi State Library. Jackson, Mississippi. 
* Ballentine, Marv, Milwaukee County Law Library. Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 

Banwell, Katharine, Stanford University Law Library, Stanford, California. 

Barclay, Agnes F., Harvard University Law Library, Cambridge, Massachusetts. 
Basset, Elsie L., Columbia University Law Library, New York City. 
*Baxter, James C.. Librarian, Philadelphia Bar Association, 600 Citv Hall, Philadelphia. 

Pennsylvania. 
Beardsley, Arthur S., Librarian. University of Washington Law Library, Seattle, Wash- 
ington. 
*Beatty, Kenneth A., Librarian, New York Law School, 63 Park Row, New York City. 
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Betz, Esther, University of Michigan Law Library, Ann Arbor, Michigan. 
Blair, Elmer H., Law Library Association, 1300 Civil Courts Building, St. Louis, Missourt. 
Block, Edna L., Law Library, Appellate Division, Rochester, New York. 
Josenberg, Sadie, Law Library Association, 1800 Civil Courts Building, St. Louis, Missouri. 
Bolla, Elmer T., Law Librarian, Pennsylvania State Library, Harrisburg, Pennsylvania. 
*Brackett, Thelma, Librarian, New Hampshire State Library, Concord, New Hampshire. 
Brede, Caroline A., University of Minnesota Law Library, Minneapolis, Minnesota. 
*Brewer, Virginia W., Law Library of Congress, Washington, D. C. 
Brewster, James, Librarian, Connecticut State Library, Hartford, Connecticut. 
Burke, John E., Chicago Bar Association Library, 29 So. La Salle Street, Chicago, Illinois. 
Bush, Leo T., State Law Library, Providence, Rhode Island. 
Campbell, Catherine, University of Michigan Law Library, Ann Arbor, Michigan. 
Cheatham, Oveda, Librarian, Stetson University Law Library, DeLand, Florida. 
*Clarke, Adeline J.. Montana State Library, Helena, Montana. 
*Clarke, Oscar D., Librarian, Supreme Court of the United States Library, Washington, D. C. 
Clay, Margy V., University of Minnesota Law Library, Minneapolis, Minnesota. 
Clayton, Herbert V., Law Librarian, California State Library, Sacramento, California. 
Coffey, Hobart R., Librarian, University of Miehigan Law Library, Ann Arbor, Michigan. 
*Coleman, Marjorie 8., U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals Library, Foley Square, New York City. 
*Conant, H. J., Librarian, Vermont State Library, Montpelier, Vermont. 
Cook, Robert N., Librarian, Vanderbilt Law School, Nashville, Tennessee. 
Coolidge, Helen H., Yale University Law Library, New Haven, Connecticut. 
Corey, Mabel Wells, Court of Appeals Library, Syracuse, New York. 
Covington, Mary S8., Duke University Law Library, Durham, North Carolina. 
Cox, Eunice, Washington University Law Library, St. Louis, Missouri. 
*Dabagh, Thomas 8., Librarian, Los Angeles County Law Library, Los Angeles, California. 
Dager, Mildred L., Librarian, Western Reserve University Law Library, Cleveland, Ohio. 
*Dailey, Margaret B., Librarian, Law Library of Montgomery County, Norristown, Penn- 
sylvania. 
Dall, Florence K., Columbia University Law Library, New York City. 
Daniel, A. Mercer, Acting Librarian, Howard University Law Library, Washington, D. C. 
*Dansingberg. Paul, Librarian, Minnesota State Library, St. Paul, Minnesota. 
*Dashiell, Emily, Librarian, Fidelity & Deposit Company, Baltimore, Maryland. 
Daspit, Alice, Librarian, Louisiana State University Law Library, University, Louisiana. 
*Davis, Annette, Librarian, University of Kentucky Law Library, Lexington, Kentucky. 
Davis, Mrs. Emma, Biddle Law Library of the University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania. 
Davis, Eva Groff, Biddle Law Library of the University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania. 
*Day, Mrs. Gladys Judd, Librarian, Hartford Bar Library, Hartford, Connecticut. 
Day, Katharine, Duke University Law Library, Durham, North Carolina. 
Dean, Lois H., Law Library, Appellate Division, Rochester, New York. 
*Dean, Rebekah, Librarian, University of Mississippi Law Library, University, Mississippi. 
Deiser, Mrs. Nell J., Biddle Law Library of the University of Pennsylvania, Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania. 
Demery, Susan E., Yale University Law Library, New Haven, Connecticut. 
Denning, C. P., Executive Secretary, Chicago Bar Association, 29 So. La Salle Street, 
Chicago, Illinois. 
*De Vito, A. Alfred, Librarian, Court of General Sessions, 32 Franklin Street, New 
York City. 
*DeWitt, Paul B., Librarian, lowa State Law Library, Des Moines, Iowa. 
*Dielmann, Rita, Librarian, Law College of the University of Kansas City, Kansas City, 
Missouri. 
*Dold, Margaret, Librarian, Fresno County Law Library, Fresno, California. 
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*Donovan, J. J., Librarian, Loyola University Law Library, Los Angeles, California. 

Dooley, Dennis A., Librarian, Massachusetts State Library, Boston, Massachusetts. 

Dowling, Addison M., Librarian, Indiana Law School Library, Indianapolis, Indiana. 

*Drew, Susan M., Librarian, Law Library of Milwaukee County, Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 

Drummond, Forrest S., Librarian, University of Chicago Law Library, Chicago, Illinois. 

Due, Christian N., Connecticut State Library, Hartford, Connecticut. 

Dwyer, Francis X., Harvard University Law Library, Cambridge, Massachusetts. 

Eller, Mrs. Catherine S., Yale University Law Library, New Haven, Connecticut. 

Elliott, Lucile, Librarian, University of North Carolina Law Library, Chapel Hill, North 
Carolina. 

Ellis, Winifred M., University of Southern California Law Library, Los Angeles, California. 

*Emrich J. Oscar, Librarian, Allegheny County Law Library, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 

*Estes, Joy M., Librarian, Law Library Association, Inc.. Memphis, Tennessee. 

Farmer, Frances, Librarian, T. C. Williams School of Law, University of Richmond, 
Richmond, Virginia. 

*Fenderson, Frank D., Librarian, York Bar Library, Alfred, Maine. 

Fitch, Mrs. Mamie, University of Southern California Law Library, Los Angeles, California. 

*Forgeus, Elizabeth, Yale University Law Library, New Haven, Connecticut. 

Foster, Margaret, Librarian, Baylor University Law School, Waco, Texas. 

Fox, Harriet E., Cornell University Law Library, Ithaca, New York. 

Fraser, Edna L.. Harvard University Law Library, Cambridge, Massachusetts. 

Fuchs, Jacob S., Association of the Bar, 42 West 44th Street, New York City. 

Fuller, Valeria, Wake Forest College of Law Library, Wake Forest, North Carolina. 

Gaghan, Joseph F., Librarian, Georgetown University Law Library, Washington, D. C. 

*Gauges, Joseph G., Marshal in Charge of Library, U. S. Court of Customs and Patent 
Appeals, Washington, D. C. 

Gee, Pauline E., Yale University Law Library, New Haven, Connecticut. 

Gelinas, Irene, Washington University Law Library, St. Louis, Missouri. 

*Gholson, Edwin, Librarian, Cincinnati Law Library Association, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Gillingham, Edward N., Librarian, Supreme Court Library, Salem, Oregon. 

*Gilman, Alice, Middlesex Law Library, Lowell, Massachusetts. 

Glasier, Gilson G., Librarian, Wisconsin State Library, Madison. Wisconsin. 

Golden, James M., Yale University Law Library, New Haven, Connecticut. 

Grant, Zilla, California State Library, Sacramento, California. 

Graves, Mrs. Catherine, Librarian, University of Virginia Law Library. University, Virginia. 

*Greene, Katherine, Minnesota State Library, St. Paul, Minnesota. 

*Greer, Miss Sarah, Librarian, Institute of Public Administration, 302 East 35th Street, 
New York City. 

Gulley, Donald, Librarian, Wake Forest College of Law Librarv. Wake Forest, North 
Carolina. 

*Gummere, John S., Yale University Law Library, New Haven, Connecticut. 

Gutkey, Marion E., Worcester County Law Library, Worcester, Massachusetts. 

Hall, Margaret E., Columbia University Law Library, New York City. 

*Hall, Oliver L., Librarian, Maine State Library, Augusta, Maine. 

*Haney, Edward A., Law Librarian, New Jersey State Library, Trenton, New Jersey. 

*Hargrave, Helen, University of Texas Law Library, Austin, Texas. 

Harkey, Byron, Oklahoma State Library, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma. 

Harris, Beryl, Librarian, Stanford University Law Library, Stanford, California. 

Harris, Helen van Gulpen, University of California Law Library, Berkeley, California. 

*Harrison, William Henry, Supreme Court of the United States Library, Washington, D. C. 

Harroun, Blanche, University of Michigan Law Library, Ann Arbor, Michigan. 

*Hastey, Violettemae C. La Barr, Railroad Retirement Board Library, Washington, D. C. 

Henke, Berenice A., Librarian, St. Louis University Law Library, St. Louis, Missouri. 
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Hern, Peter, Association of the Bar, 42 West 44th Street, New York City. 
*Hess, Bertha L., Iowa State Library, Des Moines, Towa. 
*Hetherington, Alfred E., Librarian, Supreme Court of Ohio Law Library, Columbus, Ohio. 
*Hicks, Frederick C., Librarian, Yale University Law Library, New Haven, Connecticut. 
Hill, Charles W., Law Library Association, 1300 Civil Courts Bldg., St. Louis, Missouri. 
Hill, Ruth A., Librarian, University of Detroit Law Library, Detroit, Michigan. 
Hill, Sidney B., Association of the Bar, 42 West 44th Street, New York City. 
Hoard, Mary G., University of Washington Law Library, Seattle, Washington. 
*Hogan, Percy A., Librarian, University of Missouri Law Library, Columbia, Missouri. 
Holland, Fred Y., Librarian, Supreme Court Library, Denver, Colorado. 
*Houlton, Marcella, Librarian, The Creighton University Law School, Omaha, Nebraska 
Hoyt, Louise, University of Chicago Law Library, Chicago, Illinois. 
Hudson, Ralph, Librarian, Oklahoma State Library, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 
*Jack, Olive M., Law Library of Congress, Washington, D. C. 
*Jaffe, Mildred Miles, Librarian, University of Buffalo Law Library, Buffalo, New York. 
*James, Eldon R., Librarian, Harvard University Law Library, Cambridge, Massachusetts. 
Johnson, Gladys, Mahoning Law Library Association, Youngstown, Ohio. 
Johnson, Mabel G., Rhode Island State Library, Providence, Rhode Island. 
Johnson, Margaret, University of Michigan Law Library, Ann Arbor, Michigan. 
*Johnston, Robert, Librarian, San Franciseo Law School Library, San Francisco, California. 
*Johnston, William S., Librarian, Chicago Law Institute, 1025 County Bldg., Chicago. 
Illinois. 
Jones, R. Nadine, Biddle Law Library of the University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania. 
Jordan, Gamble, Librarian, Law Library Association, 1300 Civil Courts Bldg., St. Louis, 
Missouri. 
Karpenstein, Katherine, University of California Law Library, Berkeley, California. 
Karr, Frances, Columbia University Law Library, New York City. 
Kennedy, James F., Librarian, Fordham University Law Library, New York City. 
Kilbourn, Clara, University of California Law Library, Berkeley, California. 
King, Willard L., Librarian, Chicago Bar Association, 29 So. La Salle Street, Chicago, 
Illinois. 
Kirschner, Lydia L., Librarian, Worcester County Law Library. Worcester, Massachusetts. 
*Ladd, Mary B., Law Library of Congress, Washington, D. C. 
*Lamar, Sarah B., Librarian, University of Georgia Law Library, Athens, Georgia. 
Lane, Florence A., Librarian, Northeastern University Law School, Boston, Massachusetts. 
Lanning, Florence W., University of Wisconsin Law Library, Madison, Wisconsin. 
Lapham, Howard, Northwestern University Law Library, Chicago, Illinois. 
LaPlante, Vera, Yale University Law Library, New Haven, Connecticut. 
*Lathrop, Olive C., Librarian, Detroit Bar Association, 577 Penobscot) Building, Detroit, 
Michigan. 
Lee, Edward N., Librarian, The John Marshall Law School, 315 Plymouth Court, Chicago. 
Illinois. 
Levy, T. Aaron, Librarian, Court of Appeals Library, Syracuse, New York. 
*Lindquist, Raymond C., Librarian, New York Law Institute, 120 Broadway, New York City. 
Llewellyn, June, University of Utah Law Library, Salt Lake City, Utah. 
*Long, Mrs. Bernita J., Librarian, University of Illinois Law Library, Urbana, Illinois. 
Long, Marianna, Duke University Law Library, Durham, North Carolina. 
Lumpkin, Mrs. Helen, University of North Carolina Law Library, Chapel Hill, North 
Carolina. 
Lyon, Frances D., Law Librarian, New York State Library, Albany, New York. 
*Lyons, Marguerite D., Philadelphia Bar Association Library, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 
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MacDonald, Harrison M., Librarian, Boston University Law Library, Boston, Massa- 
chusetts. 
McCane, Lynn W., Law Library Association, 1300 Civil Courts Bldg., St. Louis, Missouri. 
*McClure, Mrs. Grace, Librarian, Michigan State Library, Lansing, Michigan. 
*McCombs, Nelson W., Librarian, New York University Law Library, New York City. 
*McCormick, William S., Detroit Bar Association Library, 577 Penobscot Bldg., Detroit, 
Michigan. 
McDaniel, Arthur S., Association of the Bar, 42 West 44th Street, New York City. 
McGaughey, Margaret E., Indiana Law School Library, Indianapolis, Indiana. 
*McKavitt, Matthew A., Librarian, Department of Justice, Washington, D. C. 
McLachlan, George, Supreme Court Library, Denver, Colorado. 
McNabb, Charles A., University of Chicago Law Library, Chicago, Illinois. 
*MeNeal, Louise, Librarian, Kansas State Library, Topeka, Kansas. 
Magee, Alice M., Librarian, Louisiana State Library, New Orleans, Louisiana. 
*Manchester, Earl N., Librarian, Ohio State University Law Library, Columbus, Ohio. 
Mangum, Hazel L., Duke University Law Library, Durham, North Carolina. 
Marks, Mary E., Librarian, University of Wyoming Law Library, Laramie, Wyoming. 
Marriage, E. Chas. D., Librarian, Nevada State Library, Carson City, Nevada. 
Marshall, Philip G.. Librarian, University of Wisconsin Law Library, Madison, Wisconsin. 
Mathews, Mrs. Lena May, Librarian, West Virginia University Law Library, Morgantown, 
West Virginia. 
*Matthews, M. Alice, Librarian, Carnegie Endowment for International Peace Library, 700 
Jackson Place, Washington, D. C. 
Miller, Helene, State University of Iowa Law Library, Iowa City, Iowa. 
*Miller, Wanda, Librarian, General Counsel’s Office, U. S. Treasury, Washington, D. C. 
*Mitchell, James E., Librarian, Penobscot Bar Library Association, Bangor, Maine. 
*Monek, Francis H., Law Librarian, Loyola University, 28 N. Franklin St., Chicago, Illinois. 
Moody, Myrtle A., University of Minnesota Law Library, Minneapolis, Minnesota. 
Moore, Mrs. John Trotwood, Division of Library and Archives, Nashville, Tennessee. 
Moran, Nina, Librarian, Wyoming State Library, Cheyenne, Wyoming. 
Moreland, W. H., Dean, Washington and Lee University, School of Law, Lexington, Virginia. 
Morrison, Alfred A., Librarian, University of Cincinnati Law Library, Cincinnati, Ohio. 
Morrison, Allan J., Harvard University Law Library, Cambridge, Massachusetts. 
Morse, Lewis W., Librarian, Cornell University Law Library, Ithaca, New York. 
Moylan, Helen S8., Librarian, State University of Iowa Law Library, Iowa City, Iowa. 
Naeseth, Gerhard B.. University of Michigan Law Library, Ann Arbor, Michigan. 
*Nantel, Maréchal, Librarian, Advocates’ Library, Montreal, Quebee, Canada. 
Nelson, Esther, Librarian, University of Utah Law Library, Salt Lake City, Utah. 
*Nethercut, Mary Bell, Librarian, Drake University Law Library, Des Moines, Iowa. 
Newman, Helen, Librarian. The George Washington University Law Library, Washington, 
D. C. 
*Norval, Josephine, Minnesota State Library, St. Paul, Minnesota. 
*Notz. Mrs. Rebeeea L.. Librarian, Washington College of Law, Washington. D. C. 
*Nugent, Mrs. Barbara B., Librarian, University of Newark School of Law, Newark, N. J. 
*Ogden, E. Luey, Librarian, University of Tennessee Law Library, Knoxville, Tennessee. 
O'Reilly, John D., Jr.. Librarian. Boston College Law School, Boston, Massachusetts. 
Orman, Osear C., Director of Libraries, Washington University Law Library, St. Louis. 
Missouri. 
Orvis, William H., Wisconsin State Library, Madison, Wisconsin. 
Overton, Elvin E., Dean, Mercer University Law Library, Macon, Georgia. 
Owen, Mamie, Mississippi State Library, Jackson, Mississippi. 
*Owens, Robert, Librarian, San Francisco Law Library, San Francisco, California. 
*Parker, Grace Hastings. Librarian, Middlesex Law Library Association, Cambridge, Massa- 
chusetts. 
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*Pearson, F. H., Librarian, Maricopa County Law Library, Phoenix, Arizona. 
Piacenza, Louis, Columbia University Law Library, New York City. 
Pimsleur, Meira, Columbia University Law Library, New York City. 
Pitchford, Mrs. J. H., Oklahoma State Library, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma. 
*Poldervaart, Arie, Librarian, New Mexico Law Library, Santa Fe, New Mexico. 
Poole, Franklin O., Librarian, Association of the Bar, 42 West 44th Street, New York City. 
Powers, Brunette, Louisiana State University Law Library, University, Louisiana. 
Price, Miles O., Librarian, Columbia University Law Library, New York City. 
Pridgen, Ila R., Librarian, University of Florida Law Library, Gainesville, Florida. 
Prior, M. Elizabeth, Cornell University Law Library, Ithaca, New York. 
Pulling, Arthur C., Librarian, University of Minnesota Law Library, Minneapolis, Minnesota. 
*Putman, Francis J., University of Pittsburgh Law Library, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 
Putnam, Philip A., Harvard University Law Library, Cambridge, Massachusetts. 
Rafter, J. L., Director, Pennsylvania State Library, Harrisburg, Pennsylvania. 
*Rains, Florence J., Librarian in charge of the Law Library, University of Idaho, Moscow, 
Idaho. 
*Raish, J. W., Librarian, Supreme Court Library, Pierre, South Dakota. 
Ray, Mabel, Columbia University Law Library, New York City. 
*Redstone, Edward H., Boston Public Library, Boston, Massachusetts. 
Register, Layton B., Librarian, Biddle Law Library of the University of Pennsylvania, 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 
Richardson, Mabel K., Librarian, University of South Dakota Law Library, Vermillion, 
South Dakota. 
*Riggs, Laurie H., Librarian, Library Company of the Baltimore Bar, Baltimore, Maryland. 
*Ringer, Gladys W., Librarian, Indianapolis Bar Association Library, Indianapolis, Indiana. 
Roalfe, William R., Librarian, Duke University Law Library, Durham, North Carolina. 
*Rogers, Ralph E., Librarian, Albany Law School Library, Albany, New York. 
Root, Bell S., Court of Appeals Law Library, Syracuse, New York. 
Rosbrook, Fred E., Librarian, Appellate Division Law Library, Rochester, New York. 
*Ross, Helen G., Librarian, Duluth Bar Library Association, Duluth, Minnesota. 
*Russell, Marie, Law Reference Librarian, Kansas State Library, Topeka, Kansas. 
*Ryan, Anna M., Law Library, 8th Judicial District, Buffalo, New York. 
*Salway, F. R., Librarian, Multnomah Law Library, Portland, Oregon. 
Sartz, Kirsten, Association of the Bar, 42 West 44th Street, New York City. 
Searborough, Dorothy, Northwestern University Law Library, Chicago, Illinois. 
Schafer, Kenneth C., Librarian, Mahoning Law Library Association, Youngstown, Ohio. 
Schmehl, Albert F., Association of the Bar, 42 West 44th Street, New York City. 
*Schmehl, Lawrence H., Librarian, New York County Lawyers’ Association, 14 Vesey Street, 
New York City. 
*Secrest, Estalene, Librarian, District Court Law Library, Denver, Colorado. 
*Shaw, Thomas P., Librarian, Cleveland Law Library Association, Cleveland, Ohio. 
*Sherman, Charles P., P. O. Box 1175, New Haven, Connecticut. 
*Sherwood, Cicely, Librarian, University of Colorado Law Library, Boulder, Colorado. 
Sherwood, Grace, Librarian, State Library, Providence, Rhode Island. 
Shoren, Clarence H., State Law Library, Providence, Rhode Island. 
*Shriver, Harry C., Law Library of Congress, Washington, D. C. 
*Smart, Alice M., Librarian, Kansas City Bar Association Library, 1116 Scarritt Bldg.., 
Kansas City, Missouri. 
*Smith, Claribel H., Librarian, Hampden County Law Library, Springfield, Massachusetts. 
*Smith, E. Vergon, Librarian, Ohio Northern University Law Library, Ada, Ohio. 
Smith, Frederick J., Law Library, Appellate Division, Rochester, New York. 
*Smith, Gertrude F., Social Law Library, Boston, Massachusetts. 
*Smith, Helen May, Librarian, Equitable Life Assurance Society, 393 7th Ave., New York 
City. 
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Smith, Jessie T., Supreme Court Library, Springfield, Illinois. 

*Smith, Nellie (Mrs. C. T.), University of Virginia Law Library, Charlottesville, Virginia. 

*Snook, Helen A., Detroit Bar Association Library, 577 Penobscot Bldg., Detroit, Michigan. 

*Snyder, Louise P., Librarian, Supreme Court Library, Elmira, New York. 

*Somers, May A., Librarian, Waterbury Bar Library, Waterbury, Connecticut. 

Springmeyer, Henry E., Librarian, University of Southern California Law Library, Los 
Angeles, California. 

*Stebbins, Howard L., Librarian, Social Law Library, Boston, Massachusetts. 

Stern, William B., University of Chicago Law Library, Chicago, Illinois. 

Stevens, Margaret D., Librarian, University of Arizona Law Library, Tucson, Arizona. 

Strickland, Mary Ophelia, Librarian, University of South Carolina Law Library, Colum- 
bia, South Carolina. 

Sullivan, Richard S., Boston College Law School, Boston, Massachusetts. 

*Taber, Mrs. Mary F., Librarian, U. S. Cireuit Court of Appeals Library, Park Row, New 
York City. 

*Taylor, Mrs. Lillian M., Acting Librarian, Hennepin County Law Library, Minneapolis, 
Minnesota. 

Terry, Miss M. B., Wisconsin State Library, Madison, Wisconsin. 

Thompson, Marie, University of Michigan Law Library, Ann Arbor, Michigan. 

Thorne, Samuel E., Librarian, Northwestern University Law Library, Chicago, Illinois. 

*Thornton, Ella May, Librarian, Georgia State Library, Atlanta, Georgia. 

Treadwell, Theodore N., Harvard University Law Library, Cambridge, Massachusetts. 

*Trump, Alfred G., Law Librarian, Michigan State Library, Lansing, Michigan. 

Turner, Ethel M., Massachusetts State Library, Boston, Massachusetts. 

*Turner, George H., Librarian, Nebraska State Library, Lincoln, Nebraska. 

*Vance, John T., Librarian, Law Library of Congress, Washington, D. C. 

Walker, Annie Carpenter, Duke University Law Library, Durham, North Carolina. 

Warren, Katherine, Yale University Law Library, New Haven, Connecticut. 

Wharton, Jessie I., Harvard University Law Library, Cambridge, Massachusetts. 

*Wheeler, Sumner Y., Librarian, Essex County Law Library, Salem, Massachusetts. 

*White, Charles F., Librarian, Circuit Court Library, Birmingham, Alabama. 

Whitman, John H. A., Librarian, University of Notre Dame Law Library, Notre Dame. 
Indiana. 

*Wiener, Minnie, Librarian, Public Works Administration, Washington, D. C. 

*Wight, Mark H., Librarian, Washington State Law Library, Olympia, Washington. 

*Wilson, Laura R., Librarian, Fall River Law Library, Fall River, Massachusetts. 

Wilson, Rebecca, University of Michigan Law Library, Ann Arbor, Michigan. 

Woolner, Ruth I., Worcester County Law Library, Worcester, Massachusetts. 


Institutional Members 
Association of the Bar of the City of New York Library, 42 West 44th Street, New York 
City. 
Franklin O. Poole, Librarian; Arthur 8S. McDaniel; Sidney B. Hill; Jacob S. Fuchs; 
Joseph L. Andrews, Peter Hern, Albert F. Schmehl, Kirsten Sartz. 
Baylor University Law School, Waco, Texas. 
Margaret Foster, Librarian. 
Biddle Law Library of the University of Pennsylvania, 3400 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania. 
Layton B. Register, Librarian; Mrs. Nell J. Deiser; Mrs. Emma Davis; R. Nadine 
Jones; Eva Groff Davis. 
Boston College Law School Library, New England Power Building, 441 Stuart Street, Bos- 
ton, Massachusetts. 
John D. O’Reilly, Jr., Librarian; Richard S. Sullivan. 
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Boston University School of Law Library, Ashburton Place, Boston, Massachusetts. 
Harrison M. MaeDonald. Librarian. 
California State Library, Sacramento, California. 
Herbs rt V. Clayton, Law Librarian: Zilla Grant. 
Chicago Bar Association, The, 29 South La Salle Street, Chicago, Illinois. 
C. P. Denning, Executive Secretary; Willard L. King, Librarian; John E. Burke. 
Colorado Supreme Court Library, 214 State Capitol, Denver, Colorado. 
Fred Y. Holland, Librarian; George McLachlan. 
Columbia University Law Library, New York City. 
Miles O. Price, Librarian; Louis Piacenza; Florence Dall; Elsie Basset; Mabel Ray; 
Frances Karr; Meira Pimsleur; Margaret Hall. 
Connecticut State Library, Hartford, Connecticut. 
James Brewster, Librarian; Christian N. Due. 
Cornell Law School Library, Ithaca, New York 
Lewis W. Morse, Librarian; Harriet E. Fox; M. Elizabeth Prior. 
Court of Appeals Library, 500 Court House, Syracuse, New York. 
T. Aaron Levy, Librarian; Bell 8S. Root; Mabel Wells Corey. 
Duke University Law Library, Durham, North Carolina. 
William R. Roalfe, Librarian; Mary 8. Covington; Marianna Long; Katharine Day; 
Annie Carpenter Walker; Hazel L. Mangum. 
Fordham University Law Library, Woolworth Building, New York City. 
James F. Kennedy, Librarian. 
George Washington University Law Library, The, Washington, D. C. 
Helen Newman, Librarian. 
Georgetown University Law Library, 506 E Street, N. W., Washington, D. C. 
Joseph F. Gaghan, Librarian. 
Harvard Law School Library, Cambridge, Massachusetts. 
*Eldon R. James, Librarian; Robert B. Anderson; Theodore N. Treadwell; Francis 
X. Dwyer; Philip A. Putnam; Edna L. Fraser; Agnes F. Barclay; Jessie I. 
Wharton; Allan J. Morrison. 
Howard University Law Library, Washington, D. C. 
A. Mercer Daniel, Acting Librarian. 
Illinois Supreme Court Library, Springfield, Illinois. 
B. G. Arkebauer, Librarian; Jessie T. Smith. 
Indiana Law School Library, 1346 North Delaware Street, Indianapolis, Indiana. 
Addison M. Dowling, Librarian; Margaret E. McGaughey. 
Indiana University Law Library, Bloomington, Indiana. 
Jean Ashman, Librarian. 
John B. Stetson University Law Librarv, De Land. Florida. 
Oveda Cheatham, Librarian. 
John Marshall Law School Library, The, 315 Plymouth Court, Chicago, Illinois. 
Edward N. Lee, Librarian. 
Law Library Association of St. Louis, 1300 Civil Courts Building, St. Louis, Missouri. 
Gamble Jordan, Librarian; L. W. MeCane; Sadie Boesenberg; Elmer H. Blair; 
Charles W. Hill. 
Louisiana State Library, New Orleans, Louisiana. 
Alice M. Magee, Librarian. 
Louisiana State University Law Library, Baton Rouge, Louisiana. 
Alice Daspit, Librarian; Brunette Powers. 
Mahoning Law Library Association, Court House, Youngstown, Ohio. 
Kenneth C. Schafer, Librarian; Gladys Johnson. 
Massachusetts State Library, State House, Boston, Massachusetts. 
Dennis A. Dooley, Librarian; Ethel M. Turner. 
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Mercer University Law Library, Macon. Georgia. 
Elvin E. Overton, Dean. 
Mississippi State Library, Jackson, Mississippi. 
Mrs. Rena H. Baley, Librarian; Mamie Owen. 
Nevada State Library, Carson City, Nevada. 
E.. Charles D. Marriage, Librarian. 
Northeastern University Law Library, 47 Mt. Vernon Street, Boston, Massachusetts. 
Florence A. Lane, Librarian. 
Northwestern University, Law Library, Lake Shore Drive and Chicago Avenue, Chicago, 
Illinois. 
Ss. E. Thorne, Librarian; Dorothy Scarborough; Howard Lapham. 
Oklahoma State Library, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma. 
Ralph Hudson, Librarian; Mrs. J. H. Pitchford; Byron Harkey. 
Oregen Supreme Court Library, Salem, Oregon. 
Kdward A. Gillingham, Librarian. 
Pennsylvania State Library, Harrisburg, Pennsylvania. 
J. L. Rafter. Director; Elmer T. Bolla, Law Librarian. 
Rhode Island State Law Library, Court House, Providence, Rhode Island. 
Clarence F. Allen, Librarian; Clarence H. Shoren;: Leo T. Bush. 
Rhode Island State Library, State House, Providence, Rhode Island. 
Grace M. Sherwood, Librarian; Mabel G. Johnson. 
Rochester Appellate Division Law Library. Fourth Department, Court House, Rochester, 
New York. 
Fred E. Rosbrook, Librarian; Lois H. Dean; Edna L. Block; Frederick J. Smith. 
St. Louis University Law Library, 3642 Lindell Boulevard, St. Louis, Missouri. 
Berenice A. Henke, Librarian. 
Stanford University Law Library, Stanford, California. 
Berv] Harris, Librarian; Katharine Banwell. 
State University of Iowa Law Library, lowa City, Lowa. 
Helen 8S. Moylan, Librarian; Helene Miller. 
Syracuse University Law Library, Syracuse, New York. 
Fern L. Allen, Librarian. 
T. C. Williams School of Law Library, University of Richmond, 601 North Lombardy Street, 
Richmond, Virginia. 
Frances Farmer, Librarian. 
Tennessee State Library, Nashville, Tennessee. 
Mrs. John Trotwood Moore, Librarian. 
University of Arizona Law Library, Tucson, Arizona. 
Mrs. Margaret D. Stevens, Librarian. 
University of California Law Library, Boalt) Hall of Law, Berkeley, California. 
Clara Kilbourn, Assistant Librarian; Mrs. Helen van Gulpen Harris; Katherine 
Karpenstein. 
University of Chicago Law Library, Chicago, Ilhnois. 
Forrest S. Drummond, Librarian; William B. Stern; Louise Hoyt; Charles A. 
MeNabb. 
University of Cincinnati Law Library, Cincinnati, Ohio. 
Alfred A. Morrison, Librarian. 
University of Detroit Law Library. Detroit, Michigan. 
Ruth A. Hill, Librarian. 
University of Florida Law Library, Gainesville, Florida 


Ila R. Pridgen, Librarian. 
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University of Georgia Law Library, Athens, Georgia. 
Sarah Lamar, Librarian. 
University of Kansas Law Library, Lawrence, Kansas. 
Charles M. Baker, Director of Libraries; Hazel A. Anderson, Law Librarian. 
University of Michigan Law Library, Ann Arbor, Michigan. 
Hobart R. Coffey, Librarian; Esther Betz; Rebecca Wilson; Marie Thompson; 
Catharine Campbell; Blanche Harroun; Margaret Johnson; Gerhard B. Naeseth. 
University of Minnesota Law Library, Minneapolis, Minnesota. 
Arthur C. Pulling, Librarian; Caroline A. Brede; Myrtle A. Moody; Margy V. Brown. 
University of North Carolina Law Library, Chapel Hill, North Carolina. 
Lucile Elliott, Librarian; Mrs. Helen Maltby Lumpkin. 
University of Notre Dame Law School Library, Notre Dame, Indiana. 
John H. A. Whitman, Librarian. 
University of Oregon Law Library, Eugene, Oregon. 
Mrs. Lois Baker, Librarian. 
University of South Carolina Law Library, Columbia, South Carolina. 
Ophelia Strickland, Librarian. 
University of South Dakota Law Library, Vermillion, South Dakota. 
Mabel K. Richardson, Librarian. 
University of Southern California Law Library, Los Angeles, California. 
Henry E. Springmeyer, Librarian; Winifred M. Ellis; Mamie Fitch. 
University of Utah Law Library, Salt Lake City, Utah. 
Esther Nelson, Librarian; June Llewellyn. 
University of Virginia Law Library, University, Virginia. 
Mrs. Catherine L. Graves, Librarian. 
University of Washington Law Library, Seattle, Washington. 
Arthur S. Beardsley, Librarian; Mary G. Hoard. 
University of Wisconsin Law Library, Madison, Wisconsin. 
Philip G. Marshall, Librarian; Mrs. Florence W. Lanning. 
University of Wyoming Law Library, Laramie, Wyoming. 
Mary E. Marks, Librarian. 
Vanderbilt University Law Library, Nashville, Tennessee. 
Robert N. Cook, Librarian. 
Wake Forest College of Law Library, Wake Forest, North Carolina. 
Donald Gulley, Librarian; Valeria Fuller. 
Washington and Lee University Law Library, Lexington, Virginia. 
W. H. Moreland, Dean. 
Washington University Law Library, St. Louis, Missouri. 
Osear C. Orman, Librarian; Irene Gelinas; Eunice Cox. 
West Virginia University Law Library, Morgantown, West Virginia. 
Mrs. Lena May Mathews, Librarian. 
Western Reserve University Law Library, 2145 Adelbert Road, Cleveland, Ohio. 
Mildred L. Dager, Librarian. 
Wisconsin State Library, Madison, Wisconsin. 
Gilson G. Glasier, Librarian; William H. Orvis; Miss M. B. Terry. 
Worcester County Law Library, Court House, Worcester, Massachusetts. 
Lydia L. Kirschner, Librarian; Ruth I. Woolner; Marion E. Gutkey. 
Wyoming State Library, Cheyenne, Wyoming. 
Nina Moran, Librarian. 
Yale Law School Library, New Haven, Connecticut. 
*Frederick C. Hicks, Librarian; *Elizabeth Forgeus; *John S. Gummere; Katherine 
Warren; Pauline E. Gee; Mrs. Catherine S. Eller; Vera LaPlante; Grace W. 
Bacon; James M. Golden; Helen H. Coolidge; Susan E. Demery. 
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Associate Members 


American Law Book Co., 272 Flatbush Ave., Ext., Brooklyn, New York. 

Baker. Voorhis & Company, 119 Fulton Street, New York City. 

Bancroft-Whitney Company, 200 McAllister Street, San Francisco, California. 

Banks, Samuel M., John Byrne & Company, 1324 Eye Street, N. W., Washington, D. C. 

Banks-Baldwin Law Publishing Company, 3730 Euclid Avenue, Cleveland, Ohio. 

Barbier, Charles A., Soney & Sage Company, Newark, New Jersey. 

Bender, Matthew & Company. 109 State Street, Albany, New York. 

Blender, Dorothea, e/o Commerce Clearing House, Inc., 205 West Monroe Street, Chicago, 
Illinois. 

Boardman, Clark, South Hero, Vermont. 

Bobbs-Merrill Company, 724 N. Meridian Street, Indianapolis, Indiana. 

Bovle, R. V., 1707 First National Building, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma. 

Brown, C. R., General Manager, The Carswell Company, Ltd., 145 Adelaide Street, West, 
Toronto, Canada. 

Burdette Smith Company, 111 West Washington Street, Chicago, Illinois. 

Callaghan and Company, 401 East Ohio Street, Chicago, Illinois. 

Central Book Company, 245 Broadway, New York City. 

Edward Thompson Company, 141 Willoughby Street, Brooklyn, New York. 

Harrison Company, 151 Spring Street, N. W., Atlanta, Georgia. 

Jolowiez, Paul, 145 West 44th Street, New York City. 

Lawyer's Co-Operative Publishing Company, Rochester, New York. 

Leslie. V. Anderson, 509 5th Avenue, New York City. 

McCloud Imri L., Statute Law Book Company, 715 Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

Maddox, Alex., 775 Amsterdam Ave., N. E., Atlanta, Georgia. 

Mara, John R., 2888 Hawthorne Avenue, Dallas, Texas. 

Marvin, George F., Vernon Law Book Company, 915 Grand Avenue, Kansas City, Missouri. 

Mercer, L. S., West Publishing Company, St. Paul. Minnesota. 

Mitchell. Joseph M., 885 North 22nd Street, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

National Law Book Company, Insurance Building, Washington, D. C. 

Ogg. R. A.. 730 Waverley Street. Palo Alto, California. 

Packard, W. G., Frank Shepard Company, 80 Lafayette Street, New York City. 

Reid, Harvey T., Editor-in-Chief, West Publishing Company, St. Paul, Minnesota. 

Schlichting, Justus L.. President. Commerce Clearing House, Inc.. 205 W. Monroe Street, 
Chicago, Illinois. 

Shafroth, Will, American Bar Association, 605 South State Street, Ann Arbor, Michigan. 

Sweeney, John J., Managing Editor, The Connecticut Law Journal, 2107 Main Street, Bridge- 
port, Connecticut. 

Sweet & Maxwell. 3 Chancery Lane, London, England. 

Thomas Law Book Company, 209 N. Third Street, St. Louis, Missouri. 

Turner, 8S. E., West Publishing Company, St. Paul, Minnesota. 


CHECK LIST OF NEW LAW BOOKS* 

Abbott Criminal Trial Practice. 4th Edition. By P. W. Viesselman. B: ker, 
Voorhis, 1939. $15.00 

Arkansas: Cases on Land Titles. By G. Vaughan. University Book st re, 
Fayetteville, 1938. $5.61 

Aviation, The Law of. 2d Edition. By H. G. Hotchkiss. Matthew Bender, 
1938. $10.00 

* The Editor will greatly appreciate the cooperation of the publishers in making this list 


of books accurate and complete. Publishers are earnestly requested to notify the Editor by 
letter of the titles, prices and dates of publication of their new law books and services. 
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Benoit’s Oil and Gas Forms. 2d Edition. By C. M. Oakes. Thomas, 1939. 
$10.00 
Brandeis Way, The. By A. T. Mason. Princeton University. $3.00 
California: California Citator of Forms. By H. G. Raettig. Darvill. 2 vol- 
umes, $45.00; special price for limited time, $25.00 
California Law Review. New cumulative index of volumes 1 to 25. Uni- 
versity of California. $5.50 
Collier Eneyelopedia of Bankruptey Reorganizations and Arrangements. 14th 
dition. Matthew Bender, 1939. 9 volumes, $85.00 
Confliet of Laws. 2d Edition. By H. F. Goodrich. West, 1938. $5.00 
Constitution and What It Means Today, The. 6th Edition. By E. 8. Corwin. 
Princeton University. $2.00 
Corporation Forms Annotated, Fleteher’s. 3d Edition. Callaghan. 5 volumes, 
$45.00 
Crime and Punishment in the Old French Romances. By F. C. Riedel. Colum- 
bia University, 1938. $2.00 
England: Competitive Trading, The Law Relating To. By D. K. Dix. Sweet 
& Maxwell, 1938. 15s. 
Conflict of Laws in a Nutshell, The. By C. D. Seymour. Sweet & Max- 
well, 1938.  3s.6d. 
Constitutional History of England, A. Edited by R. F. Treharne. Cars- 
well (agents). 5 volumes, each, $4.75; now, $4.00 
Real Property Law, Introduction to. 2d Edition. By J. A. Watson. Sweet 
& Maxwell, 1938. 15s. 
Evidence, Jones on. 4th Edition. Bancroft-Whitney, 1938. $25.00 
Examinations Before Trial. By MeCullen. Baker, Voorhis, 1988. $10.00 
Fair Trade Acts. By 8. Weigel. Foundation, 1938. $5.00 
Federal Examinations Before Trial and Depositions Practice with Forms. By 
P. S. Dyer-Smith. Baker, Voorhis. $15.00 
Federal Income and Estate Tax Laws. &th Edition. By Barton and Browning. 
Callaghan. $12.00 
Federal Jurisdiction and Procedure. Student's Edition of Rose. Matthew 
Bender, 1988. $5.00 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Annotated. By B. F. Babbitt. Thomas. $6.50 
Food, Drug and Cosmetie Law Service. C. C. H. 
Georgia: Wills and Administration of Estates, Guardians and Wards in Georgia. 
Revised Edition. By D. H. Redfearn. Harrison, 1938. $15.00 
Holmes and the Supreme Court, Mr. Justice. By Frankfurter. Harvard Press. 
$1.50 
Index to Legal Periodicals. Volume 6 (1933-37). By F. E. Chipman. Parker 
& Baird. $25.00 
Labor Law and Relations. By H. A. Lien. Matthew Bender, 1938. $10.00 
Labor Relations Primer. Bureau of National Affairs. 23¢ 
Law and Business, A Textbook of. 2d Edition. By W. H. Spencer. Matthew 
Bender, 1938. $4.00 
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Law Js Justice. Notable Opinions of Mr. Justice Cardozo. Ad Press, Ltd. $3.00 

Lawyers and the Promotion of Justice. By E. L. Brown. Russell Sage Founda- 
tion. $1.00 

Legal Principles and Problems. By 8. P. King. Thomas, 1938. $5.00 

Legislative History of Federal Income Tax Laws. By J. 8. Seidman. Prentice- 
Hall, 1938. $10.00 

List of Subject Headings for the Information File. 4th Edition. Compiled by 
L. Wenman. H. W. Wilson Co. $1.25 

Mexico: Compendium of the Laws of Mexico. 2d Edition. By J. Wheless. 
Thomas. $25.00 

Mortgages and Mortgage Foreclosure. 5th Edition. By Wiltsie. Matthew 
Bender, 1939. 3 volumes, $30.00 

New Jersey: Criminal Practice and Procedure. By O’Regan and Schlosser. 
Baker, Voorhis, 1938. $12.00 

Marriage, Divorce and Separation. By D. Herr. Legal Publishers (Gann, 
agents). 2 volumes, $30.00 
Real Estate Mortgages. By Lodge. Soney, Sage. $10.00 

Oregon: Oregon Supreme Court Record, Book 1, 1844-1848. (Facsimile) Ste- 
vens-Ness. $12.50 

Public Employment Service in the United States. By R. C. Atkinson, L. C. 
Odencrantz and B. Deming. Public Administration Service, Chicago. 
$3.75 

Railroad Unemployment Insurance Service. C. C. H. 

Tax Avoidance. 4th Edition. Dennis Hartman, West Los Angeles. $10.00 

Warren on Homicide. By ©. L. Warren and B. M. Bilas. Dennis. 5 volumes, 
$60.00 

Who’s Who Among Women Lawyers. 1939 Edition. Fiona Hale Cook, 60 State 
Street, Boston. $3.00 





ADVERTISEMENTS 





WANTED: Position in law library by univer- 
sity law school graduate with 15 years 
editorial experience with leading law book 
publishers, thoroughly familiar with all law 
books and search methods, classification, in- 
dexing, ete.; also law and general office ex- 
perience. Address: P. O. Box 11, London 
Bridge, Virginia. 
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CHECK LIST OF CURRENT AMERICAN STATE REPORTS AND SES- 
SION LAWS EXCLUSIVE OF SIDE REPORTS 


Revised to January 15, 1939 


Dates of Regu- 


Publication lar Sessions 


Reports 
App. Reports_- 


Session laws Quadrennial 


Reports_- 


Session laws Odd years 


Reports_. 


Session laws- - -- -- Odd years 


Reports_ 


Session laws Odd years 


Reports__-_ _- 
App. Reports-_-- -- 
Adv. parts for both sets 


Session laws_ --- Odd years 


Reports-_-- 


Reports-_- 


Session laws Odd years 


Reports “a 

* Advance parts- 
Superior Ct. Rep. 
Common Pleas Rep. 


Session laws Odd years 


Reports- 
Chancery reports- -- 


Session laws___- Odd years 


2 See 

U. S. District Court 
for the D. C. (for- 
merly Supreme Ct.)- 

*Advance parts_--_- 

Acts Affecting District 
of Columbia _- -- 


Reports___- 


Session laws Odd years 


meperts............... 
App. Reports-_- ----- 
Session laws__--_____- 


Odd years 


Sec. 835-d. 


ALABAMA 
Source 


West Pub. Co.____. 
West Pub. Co._- 
Secretary of State__- 
ALASKA 
West Pub. Co.. ' 
Secretary of Territory 
ARIZONA 
Bancroft, Whitney & Co.__- 
Secretary of State_______- 
ARKANSAS 
Secretary of State 
Secretary of State______- 
CALIFORNIA 
Bancroft, Whitney & Co._- 
Bancroft, Whitney & Co._- 
Recorder Printing & Pub. Co., San 
Francisco 
Secretary of State_______- 
CANAL ZONE 
Executive Secretary, Panama Canal, 
Balboa Heights, C. Z. 
COLORADO 
Bradford-Robinson Printing Co. 
Secretary of State__- 
CONNECTICUT 
E. E. Dissell & Co., Hartford, Conn. _- 
E. E. Dissell & Co., Hartford, Conn. 
tConnecticut Law Journal Pub. Co. 
Bridgeport, Conn. _ __- 
State Librarian_ 
DELAWARE 
State Librarian 
State Librarian_- 
State Librarian__- 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


West Pub. Co. 


National Lew Book Co. 
National Law Book Co. 


John Byrne & Co. 
FLCRIDA 

T. J. Applevard, Tallahassee ___ - 

Secretary of State ean 
CECRGIA 


The Harrison C............<...- . 
The Herrison Co. 
State Librarian_- 


+ Designated by statute as reporters. See 1937 Supp. to Gen. Stet. 


Latest Vol. 
to Appear 
235 
97 


Extra 1936-1937 


8 
1937 


49 
Reg., Ist, 2d, 3rd 
Spec., 1937 


195 
1937 


Noe 
~~ 


Reg. 1937, Spec. 1938 


102 
1937 


123 


Conn. Supp. 
Vols. 1-4 
Spec. 1936, Reg. 1937 


37 
20 
Reg. 1937 


132 
Reg. 1937, Spec. 1937 


1835 
57 


_ 1937, Extra 1937-35 


of Conn. Chap. 286, 











STATE 


Dates of Regu- 


Publication lar Sessions 


Reports-- - - 
*Advance parts_- 


Session laws- Odd years 


Reports.........- 
Session laws__-_-__- 


Odd years 


a 
*Advance parts___- 
App. Reports-- -- 
*Advance parts____- 
Court of Claims Re- 
ports 
Session laws___. 


Odd years 


| ae 
App. Reports__- 


Session laws__....... Odd years 


| ee 


Session laws_- Odd years 


Reports. .......... . 
*Advance pees. ae 


Session laws__-_-_- Odd years 


Reports........... 
*Advance parts__- 


Session laws_ Even years 


Reports-_--_ _- 
Courts of Appeal_- 


Session laws_ - Even years 


Reporte........... 


Session laws Odd years 


Reports __- : 
*Advance parts 
Session laws_. 


_— os 
Advance parts_ ------ 
Appellate Div. Reports 


Session laws_______-- Annual 


I sc 5 vidi sat 
*Advance parts- Jamin. neem 
Session laws_- _ Odd years 


Reports 


Session laws Odd years 


REPORTS AND SESSION 


Odd begin- 
ning with 1927 


HAWAII 
Source 


Clerk of Supreme Court 

Clerk of —— Court 

Secretary of Territory 
IDAHO 


Bancroft, Whitney & Co. 
Capital News Pub. Co. 


ILLINOIS 


Callaghan & Co.__- 
Supreme Ct. Reporter 
Callaghan & Co. 
Callaghan & Co. 


State Printer 
Secretary of State 
INDIANA 
Secretary of State 
Secretary of State 
Secretary of State 
IOWA 
Superintendent of Printing 
Superintendent of Printing 
KANSAS 
State Librarian 
State Librarian__- 
Secretary of State 


KENTUCKY 


State Librarian__ oleae 


_ Reg. 1938, Ist & 2nd 


State Librarian 
State Librarian 


LOUISIANA 
West Pub. Co.___-_- 
Hauser Printing Co. 
Secretary of State 
MAINE 
Loring, Short & Harmon, Portland - 
State Librarian 


MARYLAND 
King Bros., Baltimore 
King Bros., Baltimore_- 


State Librarian____- 
MASSACHUSETTS 
Wright & Potter Ptg. Co., 
Wright & Potter Ptg. Co., Boston 
Lawyers’ Brief & Pub. Co., Boston 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 
MICHIGAN 
Callaghan & Co. Bree 
Callaghan & Co. 
Secretary of State 
MINNESOTA 
Review Pub. Co., 
Secretary of State 


Boston 


St. Paul 


LAWS 


43 


Latest Vol. 
to Appear 
33 


1937 


58 
2d & 3rd Extra, 1935 
Reg. 1937 


368 
295 


8 
Ist & 2d Spec. 1938 


212 
104 
Spec. 1938 


222 
Ex. 1936, Reg. 1937 
147 
Spec. 1938 
271 


Extra 1938 


190 
19 
Reg. 1938 


135 
1936, Spec. & 
Reg. 1937 


Spec. 


173 


Reg. and Spec. 1937 


291 
2 
1937 
282 


Reg. & Spec. 1937 


202 
Extra 1936, Spec. & 
Reg. 1937 
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MISSISSIPPI 
Latest Vol. 


Dates of Regu- 
to Appear 


lar Sessions Source 
E. W. Stephens Pub. Co., Columbia, 
___ SRR TED errs ee 180 
Even years Secretary of State Reg. & Spec. 1938 


MISSOURI 


Publication 


Reports-_-__-_- 


Session laws 


Reports E. W. Stephens Pub. Co., Columbia 341 

App. Reports oe kK. W. Stephens Pub. Co., Columbia 231 

Session laws Odd years — Secretary of State 1937 
MONTANA 

Reports Bancroft, Whitney & Co. 106 

Session laws Odd years State Publishing Co., Helena 1937 
NEBRASKA 

Reports a State Librarian___- 134 

Session laws Odd years State Librarian____- 1937 

NEVADA 
Reports oe Secretary of State 57 
Session laws Odd years — Secretary of State 1937 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 
C. D. Hening, Lancaster, N. H., Re- 

porter 88 
C. D. Hening, Laneaster, N. H. 


Reports 


*Advance parts 


Session laws 


Law Reports 
Equity Reports 


Miscellaneous Reports 
Advance partscovering 


above. 
Session laws 


Reports 
Session laws- 


Odd years 


Annual 


Odd years 


Secretary of State 


NEW JERSEY 


Soney & Sage 
Soney & Sage 
Soney & Sage- 


Soney & Sage 
Secretary of State 


NEW MEXICO 


West Pub. Co. 
Secretary of State 


Spec. 1936, Reg. 1937 


119 
123 
16 


1938 


41 
Spec. 1936, Reg. 1937 


NEW YORK 





Reports ae J. B. Lyon Co., Albany 257 
App. Div. Reports ~ 2 J. B. Lyon Co. 254 
N. Y. Miscellaneous J. B. Lyon Co. 168 
*Advance parts cover- 
ing all the above ye 4 J. B. Lyon Co. 
State Department Re- 
ports J. B. Lyon Co. 57 
N. Y. Supplement West Pub. Co. 5 (2d) 
*Advance parts — ae West Pub. Co. 
Session laws Annual J. B. Lyon Co. 1938 
NORTH CAROLINA 
Secretary of State 213 


Reports 
*Advance parts 
Session laws 


Reports 
Session laws 


Reports_- 

App. Reports 
Ohio Opinions 
Advance Reports 


Session laws 


Odd years 


Odd years 


Odd years 


Secretary of State 
Secretary of State 


NORTH DAKOTA 


Extra1936, Reg. 1937 


Lawyers Co-op. Pub. Co.__________- 67 
Secretary of State Ist Spec. 1937, 
Reg. 1937 
OHIO 
The F. J. Heer Printing Co., Columbus 133 
The F. J. Heer Printing Co., Columbus 56 
W. H. Anderson Co., Cineinnati_____- 12 


Ohio Law Bulletin and Reporter, Cin- 


cinnati_ 


Extra 1936 











STATE REPORTS AND SESSION LAWS 


Dates of Regu- 


Publication lar Sessions 


Reports_- 
Criminal Reports 
Session laws 


Odd years 


Reports 


Session laws Odd years 


State Reports___- 
Superior Ct. Reports 
District and County 
Reports_- 
Advance parts of 
the above ___- 
Session laws 


all 


( )dd years 


Repc rts 
Public laws 


Reports 
Advance parts 


Session laws Annual 
Reports 

Superior Ct. Decisions _— 
Acts and Resolves Annual 
Public laws Annual 
Reports 

*Advance parts ae 
Session laws Annual 


Reports 


Session laws Odd years 


Reports 
Court of Appeals 


Session laws Odd years 


Reports 
Criminal Reports 


Session laws Odd years 


Reports, Official 
*Advance parts 
Reports L. Ed. 
Advance parts 

Sup. Ct. Rep. 
*Advance parts 
Att’y. Gen. Opinions 
*Advance parts 
Aviation reports 
Court of Claims 


45 


OKLAHOMA 
Latest Vol. 
Source to Appear 
Harlow Pub. Co., Oklahoma City - -_ - 182 
Harlow Pub. Co., Oklahoma City - 61 


Secretary of State Spec. 1936, Reg. 1937 


OREGON 


Bancroft, Whitney & Co.________--- 158 

Secretary of State... ............... 1937 
PENNSYLVANIA 

Geo. T. Bisel & Co., Philadelphia___- 330 

Geo. T. Bisel & Co., Philadelphia__-__- 130 

Legal Intelligencer, Philadelphia__-__- 32 


Legal Intelligencer, Philadelphia 
Bureau of Publication 


2d Spec. 1936, 


Reg. 1937 
PHILIPPINES 
Bureau Insular Affairs, Washington - 59 


Bureau Insular Affairs, Washington _ - 31 (1935) 


PUERTO RICO 


Dept. of Interior, Washington_____ _- 42 

Secretary-Reporter, San Juan_ 

Dept. of Interior, Washington____- 1938 
RHODE ISLAND 

State Librarian ____- Sa 57 

Pub. by R. I. Law Record, Providence 12 

State Librarian___- ; Ae 1938 

State Librarian_____- 1938 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

R. L. Bryan, Columbia . 185 

R. L. Bryan, Columbia 

State Library _ _- 1938 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

State Pub. Co., Pierre 65 


Secretary of State ; Spec. 1936, Reg. 1937 


TENNESSEE 
E. W. Stephens Pub. Co., Columbia, 
Mo.__- 172 
E. W. Stephens Pub. Co., Columbia, 
Mo. 21 


Industrial 
Reg. 1937, Ex. (Pub- 
lic) 1937, (Private) 


Printing Dept., Tenn. 


School, Nashville 


1937 

TEXAS 
Hicks-Gastom Co., Dallas 130 
Hicks-Gastom Co., Dallas 134 


Secretary of State Reg. & Spec. 1937 


UNITED STATES 


Government Printing Office____-_- _ _- 302 
Government Printing Office 304 
Lawyers Co-op. Pub. Co.- r 82 
Lawyers Co-op. Pub. Co. 83 
West Pub. Co.________________- 58 
West Pub. Co... _- ; 59 
Government Printing Office 38 
Government Printing Office 40 
U.S. Aviation Reports, Inc., Baltimore 1938 
Government Printing Office__-__-__--- 86 
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UNITED STATES—Continued 


Dates of Regu- Latest Vol. 


Publication lar Sessions Source to Appear 
Comptroller Gen. Dec. Government Printing Office_-__- 17 
Customs and Patent 

Appeals: Customs. Government Printing Office___- 25 

(same): Patents Government Printing Office_- 25 
Fed. Anti-Trust Dec. Government Printing Office __- 12 
Fed. Com. Com. Rep. Government Printing Office____- 4 
Federal Reporter _- West Pub. Co. _-_ ene 98 (2d) 
*Advance parts_- West Pub. Co. 100 (2d) 
Federal Supp. West Pub. Co. - Pee 23 
*Advance parts_-_-_-- West Pub. Co._____-_- e 25 
Fed. Trade Com. Dec. Government Printing Office___ 21 
*Advance parts Government Printing Office __- 23 
Boe! es Government Printing Office __- 226 
I.C. C. Motor Carrier 

Dec. ___- Government Printing Office___- 3 
I.C. C. Valuation Rep. Government Printing Office___- 47 
Interior Dept., Ap- 

pealed yension and 

bounty land claims - Government Printing Office_- 22 
Interior Dept., Public 

Lands_ -_-_- i Government Printing Office__- 55 
Natl. Labor Rel. Bd. 

Decisions and Orders Government Printing Office ___. 6 
Advance parts- Government Printing Office ___- 10 
Puerto Rico Federal_- Lawyers Co-op. Pub. Co.______- 13 
See. and Ex. Com. Dec. Government Printing Office____- a 1 
Statutes at Large_- Government Printing Office________- 51 
Tax Appeals, Board of Government Printing Office ____ , 36 
*Advance parts__- Government Printing Office__-______- 38 
Treasury Decisions Government Printing Office__-_____- 73 

UTAH 
Reports-_--. ee aero 93 
Session laws_ - Odd years’ Inland Ptg. Co., Kaysville_________- 1937 
VERMONT 
Reports-_----- —— State Librarian_-_--_____- aap ee 108 
Session laws_- Odd years State Librarian.__.._________- _.... Spec. 1936, Reg. 1937 
VIRGINIA 
Reports_____- Sa Secretary of Commonwealth______-_- 170 
Session laws_- Even years Secretary of Commonwealth---_-_-___- 1938 
WASHINGTON 
Reports--- - Bancroft, Whitney & Co.__________- 194 
Advance parts_- a tih tel Bancroft, Whitney & Co.________- 
Session laws_ -- Odd years State Law Librarian__-__--__- Races 1937 
WEST VIRGINIA 
eee Secretary of State___________- ; 118 
Supreme Ct. of App. 
Syllabus Service- Mrs. G. C. Goff, Charleston _______- 17 


Ist and 2nd Extra, 


~ Odd years 
1936, Reg. 1937 


Secretary of State. _..............- 
WISCONSIN 
Callaghan & Co.__________- ; 227 
State Bur. of Purchase, M adison____- Reg. 1937 and 
Ist Spec. 1937 


Session laws_-_-_-_-_-_-__- 


meserts..........-- 


Session laws__- _. Odd years 


Biennial compilation 


by the State Reviser State Bur. of Purchase, Madison - -- -- 1937 
WYOMING 

Reports___-__---- Prairie Pub. Co., Casper__-_----_---- 51 

Session laws._.....-. Odd years Secretary of State. ................ 1937 





* Advance parts paged to correspond with permanent edition. 








